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In A RECENT Irish bankruptcy case Mr. Justice 
Harrison disallowed the expenses of two English accoun- 
tants who had been sent over by some English creditors 
to take stock and investigate the affairs of the bank- 
rupt trade. In the report of this case in the Jrish 
Law Times and Solicitors’ Journal, the learned judge 
was made to say— . 

“He could not understand why such enormous expense 
should be gone to to bring over London accountants. If 
an accountant were wanted, he could be had in Dublin, 
and the court would not allow any expenses to be paid to 
these English accountants out of the estate of the trader.” 
and the case was printed with the following head-note :-— 
“English accountants—Irish traders—English creditors. 

Where English creditors send over London accountants 
te take the stock of Irish traders who have failed, the 
Court will not allow such accountants to be paid out of the 
assets of those traders.” 


Shortly afterwards the learned judge referred to the 
report, in court, and after complimenting the reporter 
upon his usual accuracy, read the above passages, and 
then said :— 

“Now that is a most erroneous report. I never made 
such a sweeping observation—as much as to say, ‘No En- 
fm need apply.’ My attention having been called to it, 
{am glad to have an opportunity of saying that I would 
be very sorry to allow such observations, so general in their 
character, to go before the public. I did not say that En- 
glish accountants employed by English creditors to investi- 

Irish estates were not to be paid out of these estates 

work properly done; but my reason for not allowin 
the expenses in this case was, that Dublin accountants ha 
been previously appointed, and I did not think the estate 
ought to pay two sets of accountants.” 
This was as rational and just as the other would have 
been irrational and illiberal, and it was, it must be ad- 
mitted, scarcely complimentary in the reporter, to the 
judge, to have accepted him as the deliverer of such a 
dictum as that first reported. The reporter excused him- 
self by saying that he had not been in court himself, 
but had received his account of the case from “ a gentle- 
man of undoubted veracity ” (sic), 

Setting aside the fact that it was wholly unnecessary 
that two sets of accountants’ expenses should have been 
incurred, the taking stock and investigating the position 
of the trader’s affairs was strictly within the province of 
&n accountant, and while resisting the intrusion of ao- 
countants upon the lawyer's province, it would be unfair 
to disturb them in their own, It cannot be denied, how- 
ever, that, in such matters, for instance, as the prepara- 
tion of composition deeds, accountants of the inferior 

do occasionally invade the lawyer's ground ; at 

least, judging from their circulars and advertise- 
ments, if they do not doso it is not for want of trying. 
Wo regret to see this disposition to encroach, though in the 
ig run we do not imagine that the lawyers have much 

to fear, The results of committing so technical a piece 
of work as a composition deed to any but an expert are 
not likely to encourage further employment in the same 
Quarter. It is well, however, for the legal profession, 








while making no encroachments on others, to maintain 
strictly their own position, and not only so, but to pre- 
serve their gwn dignity. And to this end we could 
wish that our legal contemporaries would be a trifle 
more careful about the advertisements to which they give 
insertion. There is one matter to which we would call 
special attention. Wehave observed in more than one 
of the recent numbers of the Law Reports Weekly Notes, 
the following advertisement :— 

OUNTY COURTS ADVOCACY.—A Selicitor of acknowledged ability 

regularly attends the CITY OF LONDON COURT for the Statutory 
Fees and other Courts by arrangement.—Address, “‘ Lex” (we omit 
the address]. 

Surely this must have been allowed to creep in by 
mistake, or are we to suppose that it meets with the 
approval of the Council of Law Reporting. If so, the 
sooner this is known the better. 





THE TRIALS of the Irish election petitions are now 
over. One point has, however, been reserved, the argu- 
ment of which will, we presume, come on before the Full 
Court in the ensuing term. We do not think the cases 
in Ireland will, on the whole, do much towards elucidat- 
ing the law. Some points of importance have, of course, 
been decided, but the temptation which the nature of 
the subject presented to indulge in rhetoric seems to have 
been too strong to be resisted by the judges. The na- 
tional propensity in that direction seems to exist at least 
as strongly in some of them as in the rest of their country- 
men, and the consequence is, that such propositions of 
law as are contained in their judgments are so wrapped 
up in declamation, that it is only with the greatest pos- 
sible difficulty that they could be extracted for future use. 
Thus at Galway Mr. Justice Keogh having commenced his 
judgment by explaining that he was wanted immediately 
at Ennis to open the commission for the assizes, and that 
he hardly expected to be able to get there in time to do 
it, proceeded to occupy upwards of three hours in deli- 
vering his judgment. Of these he must have oecupied 
upwards of three-quarters of an hour (judging from the 
proportion of space occupied by his remarks in print), 
first, in complimenting the counsel, and then in diseours- 
ing upon the personal and ancestral qualifications of the 
various candidates as well as of their predecessors in various 
Parliaments to represent that ancient borough. Having 
gone through these qualifications, and explained, with the 
assistance of the Latin poets, his own personal position, 
in the matters of relationship, friendship, estrangement, 
and reconciliation, towards those candidates’ predecessors 
and their respective ancestors, he proceeded, as he said, to 
approach the subject-matter of the petition. This, as 
might be expected after such a prelude, was not very 
concisely dealt with, and although the evidence afforded 
materials for laying down much valuable law, we do not 
think it would be possible to give the effect of the decision 
by any other marginal note than that prelates and priests 
may do very strong things without transgressing the 
law. 

Turning to the cases in England, we must first notice 
a correction which Baron Martin, at Wigan, said he 
desired to make as to some at all events of the reports 
which had appeared of his judgment at Salford. It 
seems that he did not mean to decide, as the reports we 
had seen stated him to do, that carriages had been 
hired at Salford to take voters to the poll. That being 
80, Our remarks last week upon the Salford judgment 
require some correction, and it must be taken to be still 
an undecided question whether an infringement of the 
36th seotion of the Act of 1867 would forfeit the candi- 
date’s seat. At Taunton Mr, Serjeant Coxh as been un- 
seated, and Mr. Henry James has obtained the seat, We 
must congratulate Mr. James not only upon his being 
now a member of Parliament, but upon his most 
fortunate defeat in November. He has of course missed 
nothing by not being returned then, as there has nos 

t been an important division in the House, bat nos 

ving been until now a member he has been free te 
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take briefs inthe election petitions. His fees in these 
have doubtless already more than paid all his election 
expenses, and he has we believe been retained in other 
petitions. If his clients should still desire his services in 
these petitions some curious questions of professional 
etiquette might arise. Of course members of Parliament 
could not appear as counsel before the election com- 
mittees, but itis not so clear that they cannot, if they 
please, appear as counsel before the present tribunal. 
We understand, however, that those members of the bar 
(they were comparatively few) who were returned to 
Parliament in November all considered it inconsistent 
with their position to take these briefs. Doubtless Mr. 
James would be of the same opinion if the question 
were entirely open, but his having accepted retainers 
may alter the case. We should be glad to hear that 
some of his clients insist on their claim to his services, 
because the point would then probably be referred to 
the Attorney-General, and it certainly would be con- 
venient for the profession to understand what is to be 
the rule in this matter. 

Mr. James is the first petitioner who has obtained a 
seat by the petition. The result of course is mainly ow- 
ing to the corrupt practice which rendered void the first 
return being one which applied to a large number of 
votes. Consequently it followed almost of course that if 
it was held that Mr. Sergeant Cox was to be unseated on 
account of the payment of barrister’s court money, the 
number of voters to whom it was ‘paid being larger than 
the majority on the return, Mr. James must be found to 
have the majority of legal votes. That the payment of 
the so-called court money to voters who had never been 
called upon, and who had not attended the barrister’s 
court, was a corrupt practice—at all events, on the part 
of persons giving it with knowledge of the facts— 
was scarcely denied. The main question, so far 
as avoiding the original return was concerned, 
was whether the candidate was responsible for that 
being done as it was by the officers of a registra- 
tion association. A similar question arose also at Wigan, 
where corrupt payment of rates by another registration 
association appears to have been proved. At Taunton, 
the candidate was held responsible for the acts of the as- 
sociation, while at Wigan he was not. At first sight 
these decisions seem contradictory, but in fact there was 
considerable difference between the two cases. Thus, at 
Taunton the acts were done about a fortnight before the 
election, while the candidate was in the field, and by 
persons who in addition to their connection with the 
association were at the time active supporters of the 
candidate, and obviously were so to his knowledge. 
Besides this the offices of the association were used for 
the distribution of election circulars, and other purposes, 
Above all, there was no evidence offered in contradiction 
of the prima facie case proved. In short, Mr. Justice 
Biackburn laid down the law exactly in accordance with 
our remarks a few weeks back, viz., that active partisan- 
ship brought home to the knowledge of the candidate, 
or 80 notorious and extensive that his knowledge may be 
presumed, will be taken to be authorised unless repudiated. 
At Wigan, on the other hand, the rates were paid four months 
or more before the election, and therefore, although paid 
of course to advance a particular cause, were not then 
meant for the benefit of the particular candidate. Nor 
was it shown that these payments of rates were made by 
persons who afterwards actively interfered in the elec- 
tion itself. It would seem to follow from these decisions 
that the mere fact of a candidate subscribing to the 
fonds of a ion association will not render bim 
liable for the acts of all the members, as was held at Weat- 
minster, or of the officers as was held at Wigan, but that 
aAditional circumstances may, os at Bewdley and at Taun- 
tom, #0 connect the candidate with persons professing to 
act as members of an association that he will be respon- 
sible for their acta. 

The judgment of Mr. Justice Blackburn at Taunton 
msy, on the whole, be considered one of the most instrue- 
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tive yet delivered. Besides his remarks upon age noy, the 
manner in which he deals with the question of the diffe. 
rent motives that may exist in the mind of briber and 
bribee is important. A payment made by an agent to 
influence a vote disqualifies the candidate and avoi ds the 
election, but a payment received only makes the vote 
bad on a scrutiny, if received for voting or agreeing to 
vote. If received under a bond fide belief on the part 
of the voter that he is entitled to the money, the vote 
will be good. On this principle the votes of persons who 
had been paid for their actual loss of time in attending 
the barrister’s court were held good, but where they had 
been paid without having attended, the votes were held 
bad. Before leaving the subject of the Taunton petition 
it may not be out of place to remark that the case took 
in many respects an unusual course. It is the first case 
before the new tribunal in which no witnesses have 
been called for the defence. It is true there was noim- 
putation whatever upon Mr. Serjeant Cox, so that as far as 
he was personally concerned he was in no way called upon 
to tender himself for examination, or to maintain by his 
evidence on oath his personal honour or purity of ine 
tention. Still, it is usual to proffer every facility for in- 
vestigating into the conduct of the election, and the 
precautions taken to secure its purity; and when it is 
remembered that there were charges of corruption of a 
different character alleged in this petition, as to 
which the evidence was not gone into, on the ground 
of the difficulty of proving agency—that besides 
shis there had been another petition which had been 
withdrawn—auand that the state of the poll had altered in 
the last half-hour in the most suspicious manner, 
it is impossible not to suspect that there may have been 
other corrupt practices carried on at Taunton besides the 
payment of barrister’s court money. Mr. James, in 
addressing his constituents after the result, warmly 
thanked his counsel for having carried through his 
cause “ with rare tact, and the greatest art of advocacy, 
without injuring the material interests of the borough, 
or wounding the feelings of his opponents unnecessarily.” 
Possibly if less tact had been used the material interests 
of the borough might have been seriously injured by the 
exposure of such corrupt practices as would have led to 
its disfranchisement. However, the evidence given not 
only did not show any such state of things, but it clearly 
showed on the part of Mr. James an unusual amount of 
care to secure that his supporters should be as pure 
as without doubt he himself and his opponent personally 
were. That there could have been no improper bargain 
between the political parties in the borough not to prove 
too much seems clear, or a man of such tact and skill as 
Mr. James would never have hinted publiely at the 
possibility of proving more than was actually proved. 





Two LITTLE INCIDENTS at two of the London county 
courts this week are at once indicative and suggestive. 
In one case, the writing of the “ instructions for plaint ” 
could not be deciphered, and an error in the summons 
was the consequence. The plaintiff said the bad writing 
was the result of the wretchedly bad pens provided in 
the office ; this produced an explanation, hardly to the 
credit of the British public, to the effect that good pens 
had such an effect upon their memories that they almost 
invariably forgot to leave them behind. In fact, a good 
pen would only serve one person, but a bad one would 
serve any number, 

The second case was one of much more importance. A 
complaint was made that the officials were unnecessarily 
cautious and stingy in supplying the public with forms. 
If an applicant wanted a dozen forms he was questioned 
as to what was going to be done with them, and he was 
then supplied with half as many, or perhaps less. This 
was where applicants wanted to take the papers 
away to fill them up; they could have as many as 
they pleased to fill up in the office, The explana- 
tion of this was that there was an immense waste 
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_of forms in consequence of persons applying for half-a- 
dozen or a dozen when they only wanted to issue one or 
-¢wosummonses, The officials endeavoured to discriminate 
between those who really were going to use the forms 
and those who were not, but of course not always with 
guccess. There were quite twice as many forms supplied 
as there were summonses issued. 

It is not easy to suggest a remedy in the first case, ex- 
cept the one hinted at by the learned judge, to the effect 
that the complainant had better carry a pen in his 

t. He might have added that as there were about 
one million of summonses issued annually and about half 
that number of forms used by plaintiffs for subsequent 
process, if each suitor, after filling up a form, 
took a good pen away with him, the total cost to the 
country would be nearly equal to a judge’s salary. 

In the second case there seems to be a practical and 
easy remedy. Ifthe million and half of forms were re- 
quired each to bear a penny inland revenue stamp the 
waste of that number would at once be stopped, and at 
the contract price of tenpence per 100 the cost, amount- 
ing to nearly £700, would be saved. The stamp would 
produce, without any cost of collection, about £60,000, 
and one penny on each plaint could scarcely amount toa 
hardship on the parties. 





THE HABITUAL ORIMINALS BILL, otherwise entitled 
An Act for the more effectual Prevention of Crime, as 
introduced by the Lord Privy Seal (Lord Kimberley), is 
avery stringent measure. It accords in great part with 
the suggestions made from time to time by the Social 
Science Association, and by various leading philanthro- 
pists, The object of the measure is to make war upon the 
class of professional thieves, as distinguished from 
novices in crime. Though a short bill, it is divided into 
six parts, each part being levelled at a different sub- 
division of the predatory class. It deals in the first 
place (section 4) with convicts at large on licence, i.e., 
ticket-of-leave men. Any police officer may, without 
warrant, take into custody any person of this class, and 
bring him before a magistrate. The onus is then thrown 
upon the liberated convict of showing to the satisfaction 
of the magistrate that he is getting his livelihood by 
honest means. In default of his doing so, his licence 
will be forfeited, and the magistrate may commit him to 
aconvict prison to serve out the remainder of his original 
sentence. 

Passing over a few subsidiary clauses, we arrive at 
another class of criminals—iw., persons who though not 
convicts on licence have been twice convicted of felony. 
It is provided (section 10) that any man who is for a 
second time convicted of felony shall be subject to the 
supervision of the police for seven years, During this 
period he will be liable to be arrested, summarily con- 
victed, and sentenced to a year’s imprisonment, if at any 
time it appears to the magistrate before whom he may be 
brought that there are reasonable grounds for believing 
that he is getting his livelihood by dishonest means, 
although no specific offence be charged or proved against 
him. Our readers will observe that this is not identical 
With the somewhat similar provision above noticed in 
the case of a ticket-of-leave man. The latter and more 
heinous offender has the burden thrown upon him of 
showing that he is earning his bread honestly. In the 
Case of the ordinary though twice convicted felon, evi- 

ce of some sort must be adduced which may be 
sufficient to satisfy the magistrate that the prisoner is 

ing a dishonest life—a very different matter. Such 
atwice convicted felon will also be liable to imprison- 
ment if found by a police officer in any place under such 
circumstances as to satisfy the magistrate that he was 
about to commit, or was waiting for an opportunity to 
ee acrime: ¢g., loitering in the streets to pick 
ets, 

Seotion 11 contains a bold attempt to limit the dis- 

éretion of the jndge as to the sentence to be pronounced, 








It provides that on a third conviction for felony the 
least sentence which can be passed shall be seven years’ 
penal servitude. No power whatever is left to the judge 
of passing any less sentence. This plan of fixing a 
minimum punishment in certain cases is entirely new 
to our law, but is in use in America, The Penal Code 
of New York contains several instances of this kind. It 
is, however, provided by the bill before us, that this rule, 
of a seven years sentence on a third conviction shall 
only apply where the prisoner’s second conviction, is 
dated within five years of his third. Such a criminal is 
also after the expiration of his seven years sentence 
placed for life under certain disabilities, of which the 
most important is that he will be liable to imprisonment, 
if found in any place under such circumstances as to 
satisfy the magistrate before whom he is brought that 
he was there with the intention of committing a crime. 
A similar provision, as noticed above, applies to the case of 
twice convicted felons, but in that case the liability is 
limited to the period of seven years. 

By section 13 penalties are imposed on the keepers of 
thieves’ lodging-houses: and section 14 strikes hard at 
receivers of stolen goods. It provides that any man 
who has been previously convicted of any offence 
punishable by imprisonment and who is found in the 
possession of stolen goods, shall be deemed to have 
known the same to be stolen, until he has proved 
the contrary. This certainly goes a long way. At 
the same time it must be borne in mind that the 
difficulty of getting a conviction against a receiver 
is, in the present state of the law, almost insur- 
mountable ; while no class of men are more mischievous. 
Section 18 containsavery needful provision for the protec- 
tion of the police. Any person guilty of assault and 
battery on a police officer is subjected to six months im- 
prisonment. Finally, it is provided (section 19), that a 
previous conviction may be proved although not 
charged in the indictment, and without production of 
the record of such previous conviction. This is a clause 
of considerable technical importance, in connection 
with which we may refer to R. v. Summers, 17 W. R. 
384. 

The above is an outline of the principal provisions of 
the bill. 





THE GOVERNMENT BILL introduced by Mr. Goschen 
with a view of relieving the hardships incidentally in- 
troduced by the abolition of the compound householder 
in boroughs obviously requires carefal consideration, 
and also, we think, considerable amendment in Parlia- 
ment before it passes into law. The scheme intended to 
be carried into effect by the bill would probably fairly 
remedy most of the present evils, but the bill as drawn 
is hardly satisfactory in all respects. Of course, in con- 
sidering the bill there are two considerations to be looked 
at—first, how the bill will affect the liability to and the 
collection of rates; and secondly, how it will affect the 
franchise and the registration of voters. Now, the bill 
proposes (besides a few provisions mentioned below, re- 
lating to poor-rates generally) to deal in the main with 
the case of tenants whose rent is payable ab a shorter 
period than quarterly, as a separate class. It applies, 
however, to all parishes, and not solely to parishes wholly 
or in part within a Parliamentary borough, as did the 
Act of 1867. This in itself appears undesirable, as it 
would introduce at least three different systems. The 
resulting effect of the scheme is to make the rate payable 
in respect of tenements held for these short terms come 
eventually out of the pooket of the landlord. If this is 
to be so, there is no conceivable reason why power should 
not be given to require him to pay it directly, instead of 
indireotly. Great expense in the way of collection would 
of course be saved, and although in practice arrange- 
ments would no doubt be made for collecting the rate from 
the landlord, it would be just as well to recognise this 
openly, 

There are two cases in which difficulties will be 
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found in working the scheme as proposed by the bill. One 
where the total rate for a quarter, payable in respect of a 
tenement let on a weekly tenancy, exceeds two weeks’ 
rent,—which will be the case when the rates for the year 
amount to five shillings in the pound or thereabouts; 
there it will be difficult, if not impossible, to collect the 
rate, in the manner proposed by the bill, from the eccu- 
pier, and of course where that is the case the landlord 
will not be likely to facilitate matters by any voluntary 
arrangement. In the next place, if there should be such 
a thing existing at the time of the passing of the bill as a 
tenancy for any fixed period not immediately determinable 
by the landlord, but where the rent happens to be pay- 
able at ashorter period than quarterly, and the rates 
payable by the tenant, the bill, as drawn, would simply 
operate to benefit the tenant at the expense of the land- 
lord. Of course, in the majority of cases, the provision 
enabling the tenant to deduct the rates paid from the 
rent would not have this effect, because the landlord 
would have it in his power to raise the rent. 

As regards the franchise, it is clear that the draftsman 
has had in view the recent case of Jonesv. Bubb, 17 W. RB. 
205, but we think he has not successfully got over all 
the difficulties, or rather he has introduced new ones 
which did not exist before. We pointed out some time 
ago (ante p. 55) that at present a rate is not appor- 
tionable, except in one particular case by 17 Geo. 2, c. 
38,s.12. That section it is now proposed to repeal, and 
to substitute a rather more extensive provision. The 
result would be that where a tenement was occupied by 
different persons in immediate succession, the rate for 
the quarter, or other shorter periods between two instal- 
ments of rate, would be fairly apportionable between 
them. In the same way, if the tenement is unoccupied 
at the time the rate is made, a person coming in after- 
wards is liable to a proportional part ; but there is no 
provision for the case of a tenement occupied at the 
ime of making the rate but becoming unoccupied after- 
wards. it would surely be better to make the rate for 
all purposes a payment accruing due de die in diem, 
although only payable at certain times. It would then 
be apportionable strictly according to the occupation. 

It is evidently intended by the Act to induce overseers 
to make rates at short intervals, but they are to be per- 
mitted todo what is apparently considered as being the 
same thing—viz. to make the rate payable by instal- 
ments. There is, however, considerabledifficulty in saying 
how far these instalments ought or ought not to be 
considered as a separate rate. Take the cage of a rate 
made in June, for six months,one half payable imme- 
diately, and the other half, say, in September. If an 
Qceupier enters on the quarter-day at the end of June, 
the overseer is to have power to enter him, and 
ought to enter him, on the rate-book, and he is 
to be deemed to be then rated as from the day of such 
entry on the rate-book; but, if so, would the omission of 
the overseer to enter him in that way have the same 
effict as an omission in the firet instance—viz., to lose 
him the franchise in consequence of his not being rated 
on the Zlet of July, or to the instalment subsequently 
lecoming due? Probably the section which provides for 
the time of the allowance of the rate by the magistrate 
being the time of “ making” might meet this; but, if it 
ds, the effect clearly is thatoverseers, by making rates for 
long pericds with instalments, instead of rates for short 
periods, may entirely frustrate all the objects of re- 
quiring rating a¢ a condition of the franchise. Surely, 
it would be far better, if not exactly to restore the com- 
pound householder, to restore what would be the state of 
things when «4 wxmpound householder had done what 
was required for the franchise—viz., had once claimed 
to be rated. When that was done, the effect was that 
the landlord and the tenant were jointly rated, Each 
was liable fur the rate, unless the other had paid it, 
The parish Sficers would collect it from which they 
peas, ao4 the tenant, in order w obtain the franchise, 
had to find out within the proper time whether the rates 





had been paid by the landlord, and, if they had not, then 
to pay them himself. Why not in all the cases where 
there used to be compounding, or wherever there is dif. 
ficulty in rating the occupier alone, jointly rate the 
landlord and occupier ? This would relieve the house. 
holder from the necessity of making any claim to be 
rated, but in all other respects the effect would be exactly 
the same as under the old law, when the claim had once 
been made. It might then be left to landlord and tenant 
to arrange out of whose pocket the rate should come, go 
that either party paying to the overseer might deduct it 
or add it on to the rent, as the case might be. The case 
of unoccupied tenements might easily be provided for 
on fair terms. Every object of requiring a voter to he 
rated would, as it seems to us, be obtained in this way, 
and certainly all the hardships that have been expe. 
rienced in the past year would be avoided. 





WE NOTICE that a report of Mr. F. W. Shields, C.E,, 
on the site of the new Law Courts, has just been issued, 
in the form of a Parliamentary return. Mr. Shields 
attaches very great importance to the question of ap- 
proaches. On the Carey-street site the main access will 
be by the Strand and Fleet-street; while, if the Courts are 
placed on the Embankment, that thoroughfare will not 
only be much used by the traffic going to the courts, 
but blocked and incommoded by the cross traffic 
coming down thither from Holborn andthe North. Mr, 
Shields prefers, on the whole, the Carey-street site, 
The grand defect in it he considers to be the 
want of a leading thoroughfare from the north 
side. His plan for supplying this deficiency is to 
drive a wide street in continuation of Piccadilly and 
Long-acre, past Covent-garden and Drury-lane Theatres, 
through Carey-street, so as to meet Cheapside by St, 
Paul’s, carrying it across Farringdon-street by a viaduct, 
Mr. Shields also proposes an underground railway along 
Knightsbridge aud Piccadilly. He puts at £400,000 a 
contribution to be paid by this railway company towards 
making these new streets, and with this he estimates 
the net cost of the new streets at £1,200,000. He has 
also a scheme for apportioning the cost between Govern- 
ment and the Metropolis. 





RECENT CASES ON POOR-LAW RATING. 
No. I. 

About this time last year we reviewed, under the above 
heading, the rating cases of the then preceding year— 
see 12 8. J. 356, 377. We propose now to adopt the 
same course with reference to those decided up to the close 
of last legal year. 

In Reg. v. M‘Cann, 16 W. R. 397, L. R. 3 Q. B. 141, a 
rate had been made by the parish of St. George, Han- 
over-square, and a mandamus directed to the justices of 
Middlesex to enforce it against the Commissioners of 
Woods and Forests, as the occupiers of Chelsea Bridge. 
Now, in Jones v. The Mersey Docks, in the House of 
Lords, 13 W. R. 1069, it was held that the only exemp- 
tion from the liability to be rated to the relief of the 
poor, under 43 Eliz. c. 2, is that of the Crown, because 
the statute does not mention the Crown, and therefore 
cannot bind it. Thus, even bare trustees, who hold 
valuable property for charitable purposes, are rateable ; 
because #0 long as the property can yield a net rent 
above what is requisite for its maintenance in a state to 
command the rent it must be rated, no matter who has 
the beneficial interest. But where property is occupied 
by the Crown, or the immediate servants of the Crown, 
whose oceupation is that of the Crown, it is exempt; 
and this exemption further extends to those cases where 
property is held for the purposes of the government of 
the country, as, for instance, to the Horse Guards or the 
Admiralty; and it is not even confined to buildings 
thus occupied by the direct servants of the Crown in the 
great departmenvs of State, but applies equally to such 
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)uildings as county gaols or assize courts. In the latter 
elass of cases the occupiers may be trustees for the 
Crown, and though not strictly servants of the Crown, 
they may be, as Blackburn, J., remarked, in consimili casu. 
Thus, in Lord Amherst v. Lord Somers, 2 T. R. 372, the 
colonel of a regiment, who had taken a lease of some 
stables for the use of his troops, was held a trustee for 
the Crown, and not rateable. In the case we are con- 
sidering the Commissioners of Woods and Forests were 
‘constituted a corporation inter alia to construct Chelsea 
Bridge, and the Act of Parliament under which they 
were so constituted directed that the tolls to be taken at 
the bridge shonld go, (1) to the expenses of collection 
and management, (2) to maintain the bridge, (3) to re- 
pay money advanced out of the Consolidated Fund for 
building the bridge, and (4), in case of any surplus, to 
form a fund for such metropolitan improvement as the 
Zegislature should determine. The latter provision was 
subsequently repealed, and it appeared that the com- 
missioners would hold any surplus there might be in 
trust for the consolidated fund. It is clear that the 
commissioners occupied the bridge for public purposes, 
and the only remaining question is whether they occu- 
pied as servants of the Crown. In Jones v. The Mersey 
Docks Lord Chancellor Westbury laid it down, that to 
exempt valuable property occupied by bare trustees for 
public purposes, “the purposes must be such as are re- 
quired and created by the government of the country, 
-and are therefore to be deemed part of the use and ser- 
vice of the Crown.” The Mersey Docks, though ‘‘ tend- 
ing greatly to the convenience and benefit of the public, 
and in that sense public works,” were the result of pri- 
vate enterprise. In the present case, not only did the 
commissioners occupy the bridge for public purposes, 
but the bridge itself was the result of a public general 
Act of Parliament, and was built out of public funds. 
The Court of Queen’s Bench therefore held that, as the 
bridge was occupied and had been built by servants of 
ithe Crown entirely with the funds of the Crown, and as 
they would hold any surplus for the consolidated fund, 
it was exempt from being rated, and Lush, J., added that 
the arguments for rating it would equally apply to the 
‘General Post Office. This decision was affirmed in the 
Exchequer Chamber, 16 W. R. 985, L. R. 3 Q. B. 677, 
where Kelly, 0.B., points out that, though the bridge 
was not constructed by the Crown itself, the work was 
handed over to that department of the government ser- 
vice to which such works are ordinarily assigned, and 
the commissioners were empowered to take tolls, not for 
their own benefit, but because they constituted the de- 
partment to which the work was entrusted. 

The next case, Boal v. Buckle, 16 W. R. 435, an Irish 
decision, involves the same point, but is clearly distin- 
guishable. There the respondent was an agricultural 
tenant from year to year, under the Commissioners of 
Trish Lights, of certain lands not used for the purposes 

‘of their lighthouse, and the rent was paid over by the 
Commissioners to the Board of Trade, under the pro- 
visions of an Act of Parliament. The exemption, it must 
be remembered, is personal to the occupier, who must be 
either the Crown or a servant of the Crown occupying 
for it ; but mere tenants of Crown property are rateable 
like all other occupiers. The respondent was such a 
tenant, and therefore properly rated. In giving the 
opinion of the Judges in Jones v. The Mersey Docks, 
Blackburn, J., says : “ Where there is an actual demise of 
property to an occupier who pays rent to the owners of 
the property, the tenant, if a subject, is rateable, without 
any regard to the purpose to which the rent is applied. 
It is immaterial whether the landlord enjoys the rent 
himself, or is obliged to pay it away as interest to mort- 
goes, or even (as is the case of the tenants of Crown 
property) pays it into the consolidated fund or the privy 
purse of the Sovereign.” In Boal v, Buokle, therefore, 


the Oourt of Common Pleas in Ireland enforced the 
ee of exemption enunciated in Jones v. The Mersey 
ORS, 








Reg. v. The Mayor of Oldham, 16 W.R. 789, L. RB. 3 
Q. B. 474, curiously illustrates the history of the law of 
rating property held by corporations for public purposes. 
The old priaciple, established by numerous cases, was 
that corporations could not be rated for property the pro- 
ceeds of which were by Act of Parliament to be applied 
to public purposes only. But by the 92nd section of the 
Manicipal Corporations Act, 5 & 6 Will. 4, c.76, the 
profits of property occupied by the corporations falling 
within the schedules to that Act could only go to the 
borough fund, which was to be applied to public pur- 
poses exclusively. Accordingly the Court of Queen’s 
Bench held in Reg. v. The Mayor of Liverpool, 9 A. & E. 
435, that there could be no rate in respect of property so 
circumstanced. The Legislature, however, thought it 
impolitic that such property should in all cases be 
exempt, and therefore enacted by 4 & 5 Vict. c. 48, 8.1, 
that it should be subject to poor-rate, except where the 
parish in which the property was situate lay wholly 
within the borough, and the poor of the borough were 
relieved by one entire rate, in which case the exemption 
was to continue. The reason for so continuing it ob- 
viously was that, in cases contemplated by the exception, 
whatever the corporation paid in poor-rates they would 
have to reimburse themszives by levying again, in the 
shape of borough rate. The Act, it is clear, was intended 
to meet the decision in Reg. v. The Mayor of Liverpool, 
which has now, by Jones v. The Mersey Docks, been de- 
clared to be erroneous. The attempt to rate the Corpora- 
tion of Oldham was in the teeth of the Actof Parliament, 
and the Court of Queen’s Bench held, as might have been 
expected, that, whether the Act was passed under a 
misconception of the law, arising from its own for mer deci- 
sions, or not, it was binding, and that, as the conditions 
specified in the exception had been complied with, the 
Corporation of Oldham could not be rated. If the deci- 
sion of the House of Lords in Jones v. The Mersey Docks 
had then been pronounced, no doubt the Act would not 
have been passed; but if the Act had contained a recital 
that the then recent decisions of the Queen’s Bench 
were not well founded, it would have made no difference, 
and the Act would have been equally obligatory. 

The remaining cases we must reserve until next week. 





VARIATION OF WRITTEN CONTRACTS BY 
VERBAL EVIDENCE. 
No. IV. 

7. Evidence of verbal prior or contemporaneous expres- 
sions and declarations is admissible to rebut an equity. 

In some cases equity puts a construction upon instra- 
ments in addition to the terms actually expressed therein, 
and there then arises, as is said, an equity in favour of 
the person benefitted by the transaction. The case of a 
resulting trust is a simple illustration of the doctrine. 
If a person purchases real or personal property, and 
causes it to be conveyed not into his own name, but inte the 
name of some third person, an equity arises in favour of 
the purchaser, to whom the beneficial interestia the pro- 
perty results, although the legal interest is in the trans- 
feree. Equity presumes that, under such circumstances, 
the purchaser intended to reserve to himself the bene- 
ficial interest in the property. Verbal evidence may al- 
ways be given to show that the transferee is not, and 
that some other person is, the real purchaser. This evi- 
dence does not vary the instrament, because it does not 
interfere with the legal disposition of the property con- 
tained therein, but it shows eiroumstances which will in- 
duce equity to treat the transferee as a trastee of the 
property thus conveyed to him, Verbal evidence may 
also be given to rebut this equitable presumption. Some- 
times the ciroumstances of the purchase and transfer are 
enough of themselves to rebut the presumption, as if the 
transferee be a child of the purchaser, in which case 
equity presumes that the object of the transfer was the 
advancement of the child, not the creation of a trast 
for the purchaser, But it may also be shown by contem~ 
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poraneous declaration, as well as by subsequent acta, 
that his intention was to benefit the transferee only (Ben- 
bow v. Townshend, 1 M. & K.506). This exception does 
not stand on quite the same footing as the others which 
have been enumerated. It, however, establishes the pro- 
position that, in cases that fall within its principle, evi- 
dence of verbal prior and contemporaneous expressions 
may be given, not, indeed, to vary the terms of the in- 
strument, but to show what was the purchaser’s inten- 
tion in causing a conveyance to be execated, and thus to 
rebut the presumption that would arise in the absence of 
such evidence. The cases under this head are not direct 
exceptions to the general rule, but trench very closely 
upon it, and therefore we have given a place here to the 
principles established by them. 

We have now enumerated and explained in this and 
the three preceding articles a set of subordinate rules 
under which may be grouped all the exceptions to the 
general rule, which forbids the variation of written con- 
tracts by verbal evidence. These exceptions are for the 
most part now well established by many decisions, and it 
is not likely that they will be restricted by anything 
short of legislative authority. It is therefore of little 
use to discuss the question whether these exceptions 
have been carried further than good policy would 
originally have dictated. Some of the exceptions which we 
have examined are absolutely necessary for the construo- 
tion of all written instruments, or for the protection of per- 
sons from fraud; others, however, have not such strong 
grounds for their support. If a document is in a foreign 
language it must be translated, and verbal evidence is 
necessary for the purpose; but it may well be doubted 
whether it was wise to hold that verbal evidence might 
be given to show that “thousand” meant “twelve hun- 
dred,” or, in other words, to show that “black” meant 
“white.” In these cases the verbal evidence really con- 
tradicts the plain and obvious signification of the writing. 
Again, it was a great relaxation of the principal rule to 
admit verbal evidence for the purpose of showing that 
an agent contracting in writing as principal was really 
an agent only. It is true that this evidence is not ad- 
mitted to discharge the agent from liability, but never- 
theless the admission of such evidence has caused count- 
less difficulties in the law, and has given rise to an 
immense amount of litigation. 

The law on these points is, as we have said, too well 
established to be now shaken by any judicial decision, 
but we notice these questions because there is apparently 
an inclination in the courts to relax still further this rule 
of evidence, as an instance of which may be mentioned 
the case of Malpas v. The London and South Western 
Railway Company (14 W. BR. 391). In this case the de- 
fendants agreed to carry cattle for the plaintiff from A. 
to C., and the plaintiff signed a eonsignment-note, which 
eontained all the terms of the contract, except that the 
price of the carriage was not mentioned. In this note 
the agreement was stated to be to carry the cattle from 
A. to B., an intermediate station hetween A. and C. It 
was held that verbal evidence was admissible to show 
that the real agreement was to carry the cattle to C. 
Erle, CJ., in his judgment, says, “The parol evidence 
does not vary or contradict the written document, but 
only makes an addition to it.” It might well be objected 
to this, that if the writing defines B. as the terminus of 
the journey, it is a variation and direct contradiction to 
show that B. means. The case may be explained by 
referring it to the claas that falls under the qualification of 
the general rule which we mentioned before stating the 
exceptions, viz., that the general rule does not apply 
unless the writing purports to contain the whole con- 
tract between the parties, and as the price in Malpas 
v. The London and South Western Railway Company wos 
omitted, the decision might be upheld on the ground that 
the consignment-note was not, on its face, a complete 
contract. This ground was relied on by the Court, but 
it was not the only reason for their judgments, which in 
principle go very much further, We notice this case only 





as an illustration of what we have said, that there is a 
tendency to relax rather than to strictly maintain the 
rule which excludes verbal evidence in the construction 
of written contracts. 

The danger of such relaxation was long ago pointed 
out, and Lord Denman, in a well-known case, expressed 
a strong opinion “ that the written contract should speak 
for itself on all occasions; that nothing should be left to 
memory or speculation; ” and he points out that “there 
is no inconvenience in requiring parties making written 
contracts to write the whole of their contracts, while no 
mischief can be greater than the uncertainty produced 
by permitting verbal statements to vary bargains com. 
mitted to writing” (Zrueman v. Loder, 11 A. & E, 589.) 
This tendency of the Courts to allow variations of 
writings ought to be carefully watched, lest in stretching 
this branch of the law of evidence to meet occasional 
hard cases an uncertainty as to the application of the 
rule should be produced, which might be far worse in its 
results than the infliction of hardship in a few individual 
cases. 

We have hitherto examined to what extent written in- 
struments may be varied by verbal evidence of what took 
place before or at the time when the contract was re- 
duced to writing. The rules respecting the subsequent 
alteration of written contracts are subject to other con- 
siderations, and are altogether different. 

There is a wide distinction between those contracts 
which, in order to bind, must be in writing and those 
which would have been equally valid if merely verbal, 
There is a distinction again between instruments under 
seal and simple written contracis. 

A written contract not required by any statute to be 
in writing may be subsequently verbally varied in any 
manner the parties choose to agree upon, or it may be 
altogether discharged by a mere verbal agreement. 
“ After an agreement has been reduced into writing it is 
competent to the parties at any time before breach of it, 
by a new contract not in writing, either altogether to 
waive, dissolve, or annul the former agreement, or in any 
manner to add to or subtract from, or vary or qualify, 
the terms of it, and thus to make a new contract, which 
is to be proved partly by the written agreement and 
partly by the subsequent verbal terms engrafted upon 
what will be thus left of the written agreement” (Goss 
v. Lord Nugent, 5 B. & Ad. 64). 

In the absence of any statutory provision the law re- 
gards verbal contracts and simple written contracts in 
the same light and as of the same degree of importance, 
except with respect to the rules of evidence; and as at 
common law a contract may always be proved by verbal 
evidence only (except in the few cases when the common 
law requires a deed), so it may also be proved partly by 
verbal and partly by written evidence, provided only that 
the rules of evidence with respect to writings is not 
broken, that is, so long as evidence of what took place 
before or at the time a contract is written is not intro- 
duced. 

When a contract must be in writing, by virtue of some 
statute, entirely different considerations arise, and the rule 
is, that such contracts cannot be subsequently varied by 
verbalagreement (Noble vy. Ward, 15 W. R. 520), If ver- 
bal variations of such contracts were allowed, it is obvious 
that if the statute requiring the writing would be to 
great extentevaded, Whether such contracts can be dis- 
charged by word of mouth seems somewat doubtful, and has 
never been expressly decided, although in Goss v. Nugent 
(5 B. & Ad. 58) an opinion was expressed that they could 
be so discharged. 

Instruments under seal can only be varied at law by 
an agreement expressed in an equally formal shape, and 
therefore a deed can only be altered or discharged before 
performance by a deed. In equity the rule is not #0 
strict, the substance, rather than the form, being looked 
to; and informal variations of deeds are recognised, which 
would not be permitted at law, except where an equitable 
defence can be set up under the ommon Law Procedure 
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Act, 1854, when of course the equitable and not the 
legal rules apply. 

Tt need hardly be noticed, in conclusion, that verbal 
evidence is always admissable to show performance of a 
written contract whether under seal or not. If the con- 
tract is to pay money, the payment may, and in general 
must, be so proved, and performance of any other act 
contracted to be done may also be proved in the same 
way. 





RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
UNSTAMPED DEED OF ASSIGNMENT AVAILABLE as Evt- 
DENCE OF AN ACT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
Ex porte Squire, L. J. 17 W. RB. 40. 

Whether a deed of assignment under the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1861, schedule D, may be given in evidence as proof 
of an act of bankruptcy, though neither stamped nor 
registered, having regard to the provision of the Common 
Law Procedure Act, 1854, s. 28, with reference to the 
production of unstamped deeds as evidence, is a question 
which has given rise to some conflicting decisions, but 
which we may safely pronounce to be now answered in 
the affirmative on the authority of this case, following 
as it does so closely on the decision of the Court of Com- 
mon Pleas, in Ponsford v. Walton, 16 W. R. 363, L. R. 3 
C. P. 167. The decision proceeds on the ground that an 
unstamped deed, though inadmissible in order to give 
effect to it as a valid instrument, is yet admissible for 
any collateral purpose, as in the present case, for the 
purpose of showing that it amounted to an act of bank- 
ruptey, or, as was the case in Ex parte Wensley, before 
Lord Westbury, C., 11 W. R. 241, where an unstamped, 
unregistered composition deed was held to be admissible 
for the same purpose ; or according to the common rule, 
that an instrument may be given in evidence to prove 
fraud, forgery, or other crime, though not having the 
proper stamp. The stamp, in fact, is only necessary to 
give an instrument validity, when produced as evidence 
of the purpose for which it was intended, or for giving 
effect to it, and not for any collateral purpose: Reg. v. 
Gompertz, 9 Q. B. 889. : 

It is true that Zw parte Potter, 13 W. R. 189, a subse- 
quent decision of Lord Westbury upon the same point, 
but arising under the general stamp laws, is adverse to 
this. The correctness of the report, however, was doubted 
by the Chief Justice of the Common Pleas in Ponsford v. 
Walton ; and at all events, whether the report be incor- 
rect or not, the case must now be considered as not law; 
so that it may be considered as settled, that a deed under 
such circumstances may be read as evidence of an act of 
bankruptcy, though not stamped or registered ; not only 
upon the authority of the Court of Common Pleas, but 
also upon the general principle already mentioned with 
regard to unstamped deeds when used as evidence for a 
collateral purpose. The man is foolish, no doubt, who 
executes an ordinary deed, but does not have it stamped, 
when he knows or should be informed that it will not be 
available for the purpose for which it was made, in the 
event of litigation, unless on the payment of stamp 
duty and penalty as well; but he is even more so in the 
case of a statutory deed, which depends for its validity, 
80 far as its primary purpose is concerned, entirely in 
being properly stamped and registered. 





ASSIGNMENT SUBJECT TO EQUITIES—CONSTRUCTION OF 
SECTION 75 OF COMPANIES ACT, 1862, 
Machenzie’s case, 17 W. R. 8. 


It has happened that the decision in more than one 
recent case of importance has turned on the con- 
struction of secotion 75 of the Companies Act. We 
need only refer to Hastie’s case, 17 W. R, 152, L. R. 
7 Eq. 8 (affirmed, 17 W. R. 302), which, following the 
Opinion of the Court of Queen's Bench in Martin's 








Patent Anchor Company v. Morton, L. R. 3 Q. B. 3069 
decides that a member of a limited company who has be- 
come bankrupt, and received his discharge, but retains his 
shares, is still liable to be madea contributory and to pay 
calls, in the event of the company being afterwards wound 
up: Re Pickering, 17 W. R., 38 L. R. 4 Eq. 58, which was a 
case in bankruptcy involving the latter clause of the sec- 
tion: and the present case. 

The meaning of the section seems to be this, that from 
the time when the winding-up order is made, the whole 
of the unpaid calls become a debt due from the con- 
tributory, taken as accruing due from the time when he 
joined the company, whether such calls have been 
actually made or not. In the event of his bankruptcy 
the estimated value of such calls becomes proveable 
against his eatate under the latter portion of the section, 
but this is a question which did not occur here. Let us 
now observe how the result in the present case waa 
brought about. Everybody knows that things can only 
be assigned in equity subject to the equities which 
affect them at the time of the assignment: Mangles 
v. Dixon, 3 H. L. 702. The thing assigned in the 
present instance was a debenture bond of a limited 
company, issued to a member of that company, and made 
payable to him, his executors, administrators, or assigns, on 
a certain day tocome. After the winding-up order this 
debenture was assigned for value to a person, who 
claimed to prove on it in the winding-up. Calls were made 
on the assignor after he had assigned away the debenture, 
which he failed to pay, and the assignee on coming into 
chambers with his proof was met by the suggestion, that 
the statutory effect of the winding-up by virtue of section 
75 was to make the calls a debt due from the commence- 
ment of the assignor’s liability, and relating back to that 
time, a period which was antecedent to the assignment; so 
that the assignor having become by operation of the 
statute a debtor to the company at the time when the 
debenture was assigned, such assignment could only take 
effect subject to the debt, as an equity between the original 
parties to the contract—i.e.,the assignor and the com- 
pany—at the time of the assignment; so that the claim 
of the assignee would have to be set off against the calls 
due by the assignor, though made after the assignment. 
And on adjournment into court the Master of the Rolls 
took precisely the same view of the question. 

Upon this case as well as the case of the Rhos Hall Com- 
pany, cited in our note (17 W. R. 343) and Re Natal Invest- 
ment Company, 16 W. R. 637, L. R. 3 Ch. 355, there can be 
no doubt that in all such cases a set-off will be allowed. 
Where, however, the debenture, as is occasionally the 
case, assumes the form of a negotiable security rather than 
a chose in action requiring a formal assignment to pass it, 
the proof will be allowed without a set-off, in the same 
way as on a bill of exchange: Re General Estates Com- 
pany, 16 W. R. 687, L. R. 3 Ch. 758, and Re Blakeley 
Ordnance Company, 16 W. R. 533, where the instru- 
ments were in an alternative form, payable to A. and B,, 
their executors, administrators, or assigns, er te bearer. 
The Lord Justice Rolt, in the latter case, held, affirming 
the Master of the Rolls, and following Re Agra and Mas- 
terman’s Bank, 15 W.R, 414, that the ordinary rule which 
makes assignments of choses in action subject to the 
equities subsisting between the parties to the original 
contract, must yield when the contrary intention appears 
from the nature and terms of the contract. 

It might appear strange that the Legislature should 
allow the act of other parties—i.¢., the winding-up,—to 
affect the position of the assignee in these cases. He 
gives for the security what it is worth, having regard to 
the existing equities. If the company wind up unfa- 
vourably, and the assignee is unable to meet the calls 
subsequently made on him, why should the assignee 
be therefore compelled to have his proof reduced by the 
amount of such calls? It might be asked, too, why, at 
the present day, the distinction between things assign- 
able generally and things assignable in equity only 
should exist, with the rule as to equities already ex- 
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Pressed as its concomitant. But this question is wide of 
our present mark, and so we do not mean to pursue it 
further at present. It may appear hard, doubtless, that 
the assignee should have his proof reduced in such a case; 
but we fancy that no one will dispute that the general 
tendency of the section is to work out a just result; and 
we have it on the authority of Lord Romilly that the 
section was enacted with the object of meeting the case 
of persons avoiding the payment of calls while they had 
aclaim upon the company which they might dispose of 
in the event of a winding-up—an object which no one 
will deny to be most desirable. 





COMMON LAW. 
COVENANTS RUNNING WITH THE LAND. 
Stevens v. Copp, 17 Ex., W. R. 165. 

By 32 Hen. 8, c. 34, it was provided that covenants 
between lessors and lessees should run with the land and 
with the reversion respectively. That is, that the lia- 
bility to perform or the right to take advantage of the 
covenants contained in a lease should pass to the assignee 
of the land and of the reversion respectively on an assign- 
ment of the land or reversion. This enactment is re- 
stricted, however, to cases in which the covenant “ touches 
or concerns the land demised,” and it does not extend to 
covenants collateral to the land. The whole law on the 
subject is contained in Spencer’s case, and the notes 
thereto (1 Sm. L. C. 4thed. p. 36). Whethera particular 
covenant does or does not touch or concern the land de- 
mised is one of the questions of fact which the Courts 
have to decide in each case of this sort that comes be- 
fore them. 

In Stevens v. Copp there was a proviso for re-entry if 
the lessee or any tenant of the demised land under him 
should be “ convicted of any offence” against the game 
laws. The proviso was not restricted to offences com- 
mitted on the premises demised. This of course was a per- 
fectly valid agreement between the immediate parties, 
and if neither the land nor the reversion were assigned 
it would remain in force until the end of the term. In 
this case, however, the lessor assigned his reversion to 
the plaintiff, who subsequently brought an action of 
ejectment against the defendant who was in possession 
under the lessee, and who had been convicted of shooting 
without a licence. 

Two pointe were raised in the defendant’s favour—1st 
That the proviso for re-entry on conviction of an offence 
against the game laws did not run with the land. 2nd. 
That ehooting without a licence was an offence against 
the revenue but not against the game laws. 

Martin, Channell, and Cleasby, BB., gave judgment 
for the defendant on the ground that the proviso did not 
Tun with the land. Kelly, C.B., concurred in this result, 
but on the ground exclusively that shooting without a 
licence is an offence against the revenue laws only. He 
then goes on to say that although it is not necessary to 
decide the point he inclined to think that the proviso 
would run with the land, because he did “ not see why 
a lessor should not be at liberty to stipulate that he shall 
repossess the land in case either the lessees or his as- 
signs shall become bankrupt, or a felon, or be convicted of 
poaching.” It seems strange that it could be supposed for 
one moment that a covenant not to offend against the 
game laws perfectly general in its terms could be held to 
“ touch or concern ”’ a particular piece of land. But for the 
opinion expressed by Kelly, C.B., the point would have 
seemed almost too clear for argument. Indeed, it would 
almost appear as if Kelly, C.B., did not understand the 
facts in the same way as the other judges, for he seems to 
think that the question was what contract the lessor 
might make with the lessee. This, however, was not in 
dispute ; the only question being whether a given covenant 
would or would not run with theland. The doubt thrown 
by Kelly, C.B,,on the point in this case is less likely 
to cause o difficulty on this point of law than otherwise 





might have been the case, because Martin, Channell, and: 
Cleasby, BB., all expressed a decided opinion the other way. 








REVIEWS. 


Starkie’s Treatise on the Law of Slander and Libel, including 
the Pleading and Evidence—Civil and Criminal—with Forms 
and Precedents; also Malicious Prosecutions, Contempts, Se. 
Third Edition, in one volume. By Henry CoLeman 
FotkarpD, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. London: Butterworths, 
1869. 

A Treatise on the Wrongs called Slander and Libel, and on the 
Remedy by Civil Actions for those Wrengs. By Joun 
TownsENp. New York: Baker, Voorhis & Co. Lon- 
don: Stevens & Haynes, Bell-yard. 1868. 

Few branches of our law have undergone more develop- 
ment within the last few years than the law of defamation, 
and yet none, perhaps, of equal importance has received so 
little attention at the hands of professed text-writers. It 
cannot, therefore, be any matter of surprise that these two 
books should have now appeared. Nor can it be said that 
there was not ample room for a treatise on the subject. 

Mr. Starkie’s work on Slander and Libel is very well 
known to all lawyers. Like allthe author’s writings, it was 
distinguished especially for a strong grasp of general prin- 
ples, great power of arrangement, and much vigour and 
clearness of expression. The time at which he wrote, and 
the condition of the subject of which he treated, were very 
favourable for a writer of his peculiar powers. The number 
of decided cases was small, though the number of recognised. 
principles of law was considerable. The subject was one 
complete in itself, and naturally admitting of philosophic 
treatment, — suited to form the subject for a valuable 
essay by a strong logician and large-minded jurist like Mr. 
Starkie. Inthe present day all the conditions of the case 
are reversed. The law of defamation is overburdened with 
decided cases, untilthe principles once thought clear have 
become almost buried and forgotten beneath a mass of 
authorities. The branches of the subject upon which Mr. 
Starkie laboured most have ceased to be those which now 
occupy the attention of practical lawyers. And new branches 
have, under the altered circumstances of the time, come into- 
prominence, as to which there are abundance of decided. 
cases, but any clear principle is still to seek. To adapt Mr. 
Starkie’s work to the needs of the present 3 a to turn it 
from an essay into a book of practice, would be to any oneam 
undertaking of peculiar difficulty. Mr. Folkard, however, 
has made the attempt. ‘ ‘ 

In one respect the present edition desires very high praise. 
It has been most laboriously executed; and, as far as we 
have been able to examine, the modern cases down to the 
very latest, and to the most obscure, have all been collected, 
and have on the whole been accurately set out. The pro- 
fession may, we think, be pretty confident that whatever 
has been decided upon the law of libel will be found here. 

But from another point of view the work is not so satis- 
factory ; and the defect is one almost inevitably incident 
to the attempt which Mr. folkard has made. Any editor 
not possessing Mr. Starkie’s intellectual vigour and love of 
principle must fail to treat the newer branches of the subject 
in a manner at all similar to that in which the older writer 
dealt with the older branches; and must also fail to work 
out, as Mr. Starkie would have done, the conneetion between 
the later decisions and the broader principles of the law. 
Any writer who was of Mr. Starkie’s own calibre would 
inevitably write a new book under the guise of editing an 
old one. Mr. Folkard has, we think, fallen into the first of 
these dangers. In those parts of the subject which have 
come into importance of late years, such, for instance, as the 
right of criticism upon public men and public matters, and 
the various doctrines of law conflicting with or controlling 
that right, Mr. Folkard has practically confined himself to 
giving the cases upon the odie in appropriate order, but 
without any serious attempt to remove any of the difficulties 
of the subject; and his handiwork stands, therofore, in 
marked contrast to Mr. Starkie’s. And further, where Mr. 
Starkie’s words have been retained, as they have very pro- 
perly been as often as ible, his clear strong propositions 
are too often followed by a series of later casos, often 


qualifying them, sometimes inconsistent with them, but 
generally without any attempt to explain the bearing of 





the one upon the other. A single example will illustrate 
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eaning. In treating of the common law rules as to 
Siaopheaty, Mr. Starkie wrote :—“ There areno questions of 
more intense and awful interest than those which concern the 
relations between the Creator and the beings of his creation 
_ . + it eannot bedoubted that any man has a right not 
merely to judge for himself, but also, legally speaking, to 
ublish his opinions for the benefit of others. . . . It 
is the mischievous abuse of this state of intellectual liberty 
which calls for penal censure. The law visits not the honest 
errors, but the malice of mankind. A wilful intention to 

ert, insult, and mislead others, by means of licentious 
and contumelious abuse applied to sacred subjects, or by 
wilful misrepresentation or artful sophistry, calculated to 
mislead the ignorant and unwary, is the criterion and test of 

ilt, &e.” This passage Mr. Folkard leaves untouehed. 

ut he goes on in the very next paragraph to say :—‘‘ The 
delivery of lectures with the object of endeavouring to show 
that the character of Christ was defective and His teaching 
erroneous, and that the Bible was no more inspired than any 
other book, is illegal.” For this he cites Cowan v. Milbourne, 
16 W. R. 750. Any one turning to that case will see that 
Mx. Folkard has stated its result quite correctly. So far as 
it went upon the common law, it decided, to use the words 
of Kelly, C.B., that “such propositions cannot be main- 
tained without blasphemy.” But how is this to be recon- 
ciled with Mr. Starkie’s more liberal view? Mr. Folkard 
says not a word on the subject. In fact, though this is 
avery useful text-book, it is not Starkie on Slander and 
Libel, nor yet eusdem generis. 

In one respect Mr. Folkard has erred by following the 
example of his author. He has given room in this book to 
a treatise on Malicious Prosecution, a subject very remotely 
indeed connected with slander or libel. This is far less 
excusable now that the book has become so bulky a one in 
Mr. Folkard’s hands than it was in Mr. Starkie’s compara- 
tively short treatise. Again, far more than a hundred pages 
are devoted to questions of pleading and practice, treating 
for the most part of matters in no way peculiar to slander 
and libel. And as for giving thirty pages of the most or- 
dinary and common place forms of pleading, it is in the pre- 
sent day utterly inexcusable. 

Mr. Townsend's book differs from most treatises on 
the same subject, in that the author confines him- 
self entirely to defamation regarded as an action- 
able wrong, and takes no notice of the criminal aspect of 
the subject. This, we think, is unfortunate. It is always 
a pity to classify law more than absolutely necessary by 
reference to the remedies for its breach. And it is always a 
pity to divide a subject so isolated and so compact in itself 
as the law of defamation. 

The kind of praise which we can fairly give to this work 
is of very much the same kind to which Mr. Folkard’s edi- 
tion of Starkie is entitled. Mr. Townsend has spared no 
pains. He has collected the cases, English and American, 
with extreme diligence, and the fact of its giving the Ameri- 
can cases makes the book of course the more valuable to an 
English lawyer. He has stated the result of each case con- 
cisely, and classified them well. He has further brought 
together in his netes a great quantity of dicta, and opinions, 
not only from decided cases, but from a multitude of other 
sources, which will be of much value to any one working 
thoroughly into the subject of defamation, and which it 
must have cost Mr. Townsend infinite labour to collect. 
And the result is a text-book of unquestionable utility. 
But the higher praise of having in any degree cleared up the 
difficulties of the subject, exposed ambiguities, or reduced 
confusion to order, we cannot give to this book. It has 
brought all the materials together, and there left them. 

Mr. Townsend also has devoted an immense proportion 
of his book to mere matters af pleading and practice. And 
we cannot but think this a mistake, though he has more 
reason for doing so than an English author, inasmuch as in 
many of the American States the old rules of pleading in 
actions for defamation, those, for instance, relating to col- 

—— are still in force. 

@ have said that Mr. Townsend has brought together 
much important matter from very varied sources. But he 
has also, we think, shown a little innocent vanity in his 
tendency to display his research. At the beginning of the 


he gives not only a list of the authorities to which he 
has referred, but also anothor list, ‘‘ for the convenience of 
those who may desire further information,” “ of publications 
to which reference may be made,” ‘This last list is a most 
singular one, 


It contains works as recondite as Bacon’s 








and Viner’s Abridgments, and Jacob’s Law Dictionary. And 
the last entry in the list is one equally interesting for lawyers, 
antiquaries, and scholars :—“‘ Among the papyri unearthed 
from the ruins of Herculaneum is an essay on freedom of 
speech, by Philodemus. It forms part of a work entitled 
‘* Philodemi ITegi Pyrog:xns, ex Herculanensi papyro restituit, 
Latine Versit et Dissertationibus auxit. [E. Gros. Parisiis, 
1840, publisher].” 
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Vice-CHANCELLOR Srvart. 
March 9,—Fallows v. Slatter and Others. 

This was an appeal by the defendant, F. R. Coote, So- 
licitor, of St. Ives, from certain orders made in this 
plaint by the county court judge of Huntingdonshire sitting 
at Huntingdon. 

Mr. Coote had been made a defendant to the plaint in the 
county court, the principal charge against him being that 
he had “ colluded”’ with his own client, Mr. Slatter, the co- 
defendant, in resisting the plaintiffs’ proceedings. Mr, 
Slatter, who had formerly carried on business at Coventry, 
had given the plaintiff a bill of sale on his stock in trade and 
furniture there, with a licence to seize future property. 
The plaintiffs sold some ofthe stock in trade at Coventry, 
and Mr. Slatter then removed, with the unsold part which had 
not been taken in execution, to St. Ives, where he again 
began business with a fresh stock. Further proceedings 
were taken by the plaintiffs, who claimed a balance of about 
£250, which was disputed by Mr. Slatter The plaintiffs 
put in bailiffs ; and Mr. Slatter drove them out, and gave 
instructions for the sale of the property by auction. The 
plaintiffs then filed a plaint in the county court against Mr. 
Slatter, against Mr. Coote, his solicitor, and the auctioneer. 
An injunction was granted to stop the sale, and ultimately 
a decree was made by the judge against both Mr. Slatter 
and Mr. Coote, and the accounts were referred to the regis- 
trar, who was to be at liberty to state special circumstances. 
The case then came on to be heard on further consideration, 
and an order was made by which Mr. Coote was directed 
to pay £30 into court. He now appealed against the deeree 
and the subsequent order—firstly, on the ground that he 
had merely acted as solicitor for Mr. Slatter, and, secondly, 
that nothing was due from him to the plaintiffs. 

H. F. Bristowe for the appellant ; Horsey for the plain- 
tiffs ; and Chitty for some other parties. 

Sruart, V.C., said:~—It appears that the defendant 
Slatter, had given a bill of sale to the plaintiffs; that that 
bill of sale comprised certain stock in trade and furniture at 
Coventry, and that it was to secure originally the sum of 
£700, and 7 per cent. interest. At Coventry the plaintiffs 
put the bill of sale into execution, and sold as much of the 
property comprised in it as they, according to the statement 
of the defendant Slatter, chose to sell, and the evidence does 
not disprove that the plaintiffs did sell enough or had the 
means of obtaining enough to pay the whole of the sum 
covered by the bill of sale. From Coventry Slatter removed 
to St. Ives, and he having been left at Coventry in the pos- 
sesion of some household furniture, that he also removed to 
St. Ives, and at that place he obtained other goods for the 
purpose of enabling him to carry on his business. 
state of things existing, he was followed to Sé. Ives, and 
there another execution was put in under the same bill of 
sale, and the property, which he had a reasonable ground 
for 7 ing was his own, was forcibly taken posses- 
sion of by persons acting under the advice of Mr. Wright, 
& solicitor, who seems to have acted for his own benotit in 
the matter of this second execution. It appears from the 
evidence that the defendant Coote had good reason to de- 
lieve that the defendant Slatter had satisfied, by the first 
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execution, the whole demand which could be made against 


him ; and also that the purpose of Mr. Wright was, under | 


cover of the bill of sale, which seemed to give a right to 


' 
| 


the plaintiffs, to get possession of the property into his , 
hands so that he might be able to ee a demand.of his | 


own. These alleged facts were placed before the defendant 
Coote by the defendant Slatter, who employed Mr. Coote 
as his solicitor in the matter. The question upon which 
the defendant Slatter consulted Mr. Coote was as to whether 
he had reasonable ground for claiming the property which 
had been taken under the second execution, and I can see 
no reason for doubting Mr. Coote’s evidence that he be- 
lieved that the debt for which Slatter was liable had been 
satisfied, and that Mr. Wright was the real actor in the 
matter of the second execution, and therefore that his duty 
to his client was to prevent a second sale taking place. 
The plaint contains a long statement about forcible ex- 
pulsion and forcible possession, and shows a case very well 
suited for a police-court ; but why all these things should be 
stated in the plaint it is very difficultto understand. As 
against the defendant Coote the allegations in the plaint in 
no degree justify making him a party. It is true that the 
plaint states that the defendant Coote colluded with and 
gave the defendant Slatter such advice as that he resisted 


the plaintiffs, and that he in fact assisted Slatter in resist- | 


ing the forcible possession and the forcible proceedings 
taken and adopted, by or on the part of the plaintiffs, for 
the purpose of having a sale. Now all that Mr. Coote did 
appears to me to have been done legitimately as the soli- 
citor of the defendant Slatter, believing as he did that the 
property was that of his client. Mr. Coote believed that the 
proceedings on the part of the plaintiffs were fraudulent, and 
that all demands against the defendant Slatter had beensatis- 
fied; and he further believed that Mr. Wright was merely 
using the bill of sale as foran unsettled account, witha viewto 
his own purposes. Nothing has been done or proved in this 
case to show that the defendant Coote ought to have been 
made 2 defendant. Looking at his evidence, he was justi- 
fied as a solicitor in acting as he did ; and after hearing the 
evidence in this case, I cannot say that he was not justified 
in believing that the property was his client’s. I now pro- 
pose to declare that Mr. Coote was improperly made a party 
to the plaint, and that the decree as against him must be 
reversed. This is a case which ought not to have been sub- 
mitted to the county court. Mr. Coote ought to have 
appealed against the first decision at once, but he did not do 
so ; he did worse than that, for he put in fifteen exceptions 
to the registrar’s certificate. I cannot approve of that pro- 
ceeding on his part, when he ought to have known that he 
ought not to be, and that he ought to appeal against being, 
a party atall. Still I will not make him pay the costs of 
that proceeding. All parties must bear their own costs of 
it: but as to the costs of Mr. Coote up to the first decree, 
those the plaintiffs must pay, and he must also be repaid any 
moneys which he has paid into the county court, or in 
reference to this appeal. I must add that this matter has 
Leen sent up from the county court in a very singular way. 
There is not a statement of the facts, but one referring to 
yarious proceedings without showing what was appealed 
et. There is nothing, in short, but a statement of 
eleven questions which it was proposed by the county court 
judge should be disposed of upon this appeal. Looking, 
ver, at these questions, there is enough to justify me in 
Aiding that Mr. Cocte ought not to have been a party at 
all, and also to justify my saying that this isan appeal 
against all the decrees in the county court. 
Solicitors, Coote, &. Ives; Wright; and Montagu. 
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APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Saucer Porn, barrister-at-law, of the Northern 
Circuit, has been appointed Recorder of Bolton, in suc- 
comin to Wir. J. A. Koumell, C., who becomes judge of 
the Manchester County Court. Mr. Pope was called to the 
Var wt the Middle Temple in Juric, 1458, and has hitherto 
practised on the Northern Circuit and at the Lancashire 
Kessions, He was one of the candidates for the representa- 
tion fA Bolten at the late general election, and by accepting 
the recordership of the borough he precludes himself from 
again cnteting the seat during his time of office. 

Mr. Witsam Veenom Hancovur, 70., MUP. for the 
city A Oxford, has been elected tw fill the chair of Inter- 
national Law, founded by the will of Dr, Whewell, the late 


| 
i 





Head Master of Trinity College, Cambridge. Mr. Vernon 
Harcourt was called to the Bar at the Inner Temple in May, 
1854, and became Queen’s Counsel in 1866, 


Mr. Epwarp Joun Hayzs, solicitor, for several years 
Town Clerk of Wolverhampton, has been elected to fill the 
same post in the town of Birmingham, in succession to 
Mr. Thomas Standbridge, deceased. The Town Council of 
Birmingham, by a recent resolution, fixed the salary of 
their elerk at £1,000 ayearnet. Mr. Hayes was certificated 
as an attorney in Trinity Term, 1850. Besides the Town 
Clerkship of Wolverhampton, he also held the office of 
Deputy-Sheriff for granting replevins. He is a member of 
the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association. 

Mr. Hersert New, of the firm of New, Prance, & 
Garrard, solicitors, of Evesham, Worcestershire, has been 
appointed Registrar of the Evesham County Court, in the 
room of the late Mr. Oswald Cheek, who died a few months: 
ago. Mr. New took out his certificate as an attorney in 
Michaelmas Term, 1843, and is a member of the Metropoli- 
tan and Provincial Law Association, and of the Solicitors” 
Benevolent Association. 


Mr. Atrrep Carcumaryp Hooper, solicitor, of Worcester, 
has been appointed, by the Archdeacon of Coventry, to be 
Registrar of that Archdeaconry, vacant by the death of Mr, 
John Knott. Mr. Hooper, who is a member of the firm of 
Clifton & Hooper, was certificated in Michaelmas Term, 
1839, and practises as a proctor, notary, and solicitor. A 
few months ago he was appointed one of the registrars for 
the dioeese of Worcester, in conjunction with his partner, 
Mr. John Hill Clifton. 


Mr. Rozert Ropinson, who has been attached to the 
County Court of Tenbury, Worcestershire, since its first 
establishment, will succeed Mr. W. Akroyd as High Bailiff 
of that Court. 


Mr. Samve. Barnes has been appointed Deputy Registrar 
of the diocese of Exeter, in the place of the late Mr. Ralph 
Barnes, Solicitor. 

Mr. Tuomas Jonn Provis, solicitor, of Fareham, Hants, 
has been appointed Clerk to the Fareham Divisional Beneh: 
of Magistrates, in the place of Mr. John Edward Paddon, 
resigned. Mr. Provis, who was certificated in Michaelmas 
Term, 1858, was in partnership with Mr. Paddon, and now 
succeeds to the sole management of the business in conse- 
quence of Mr. Paddon’s retirement. Mr. Paddon had ex- 
pressed a wish to resign the Clerkship of the Fareham 
Bench some months ago, but was induced by the Chairman, 
the late Admiral Sir Lucius Curtis, to forego his intention 
for some time. 

Mr. Harron Hamer Sransrezp, formerly of Leeds, has 
been appointed an Official Assignee of the Court of Bank- 
ruptcy, in the room of Mr, E. W. Edwards, dismissed by 
order of the Lord Chancellor. Mr. Stansfeld, who was for 
some time Official Assignee in the Court of Mr. Commis- 
sioner Fonblanque, will now be attached to the Court of Mr. 
Commissioner Holroyd. 

Mr. Henry Lanomay, solicitor, of Wolverhampton, has 
been appointed a Commissioner to administer oaths in 
Chancery in England, He is also a Commissioner for 
taking affidavits, and was certificated in Trinity Term, 
1858. 

Mr. Ratru Cuarman, solicitor, of Weston-super-Mare, 
has been nominated a Commissioner to administer oaths in 
Chancery in England. Mr. Chapman, who was admitted an 
attorney in Hilary Term, 18659, is also a perpetual Commis- 
sioner, and a Commissioner for taking affidavits ; he is a 
member of the Incorporated Law Society. 





The Daily Telegraph has some funny remarks on an incident 
revealed at the late Taunton Election inquiry, apropos of 
the question—what is “treating” ? Our contemporary, ep ete 
has fallen into an error in imagining thatMrs, Bray was ki 
by “two Serjeants of the law.” Oneof them, Serjeant Shephard, 
being, not a Serjeant at law, but a Serjeant of militia, This 
mistake is the converse of one related by a learned judge 
as having occurred to himself before his elevation to the . 
Arriving with his family at a popular watering-place the hotel- 
keeper begged to be furnished with the name of the new-comer, 
for insertion in the local list of Fashionable Arrivals, and on 
receiving the name of Serjeant So-and-So, thoughtfully and 
delicately erased “Serjeant” and’ substituted “ Lieutenant 
observing the young Kusigns who ¢ame there were owe 
some “ tuptatn,” and the alteration would look better for 

use, 
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GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


SurreNDER or Lease GrantTED UnpzER Section 32 or 
Leases aND Serriep Esrarss Act. 

Sir,—If B., tenant for life of a farm to which C. is entitled 
in remainder, grants a lease for twenty-one years to D. 
(under 19 & 20 Vict. c. 120, s. 32), and at the end of twent 

ears D. surrenders his;lease to B., the tenant for life, an 
the next day receives a fresh lease from him for another 
term of twenty-one years, and B. dies soon after—could C., 
the remainderman, dispute the second lease on the ground 
that the tenant for life had no right to receive a surrender 
of the first lease in order to enable him to grant a fresh 
lease to the same party, whieh he could not have done for 
another year if the first lease had been allowed to remain ? 


Lex. 





HusBaND AND WiFE—Custopy oF CHILDREN—ATTESTING 
WITNEss, 

Sir,—Will you gr any of your readers have the kindness 
to answer the following queries ? 

1. Can a husband, separated from his wife by a mutual 
deed, under which she is to have the custody of the children, 
forcibly remove them from her charge, in exercise of his 
legal right ? 

2. A life interest in land is given by will to A. (who is 
also heir-at-law), then to his wife B. for her life, with re- 
mainder to C. and D.. A., being an attesting witness to the 
will: can he or his wife B. take under it, or do C. and D. 
rs i at once entitled, or can A. take any interest as heir- 
at-law. 

A reference to authorities would oblige. T.C. 8. 

10th March, 1869. 





PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

March 5.—The Irish Church.—Lord Redesdale moved for 
a return of all Asts of Parliament whereby property belong- 
ing to any person, corporation, or trust has been taken from 
them without their consent, and without securing to them 
full compensation for the property so taken, or without an 
offence being charged against them justifying such con- 
fiscation. He characterised the pending proceeding as 
“confiscation,” and rather “sacrilege” than “ petty lar- 
ceny.”’ 

The motion was afterwards withdrawn. 

The Habitual Criminals Bill was read a second time. 

Lord Romilly regarded the bill as a step in the right 
direction, but it would require much consideration in com- 
mittee, With regard to shifting the burden of proof (clause 
13), he objected to such a provision in the case of persons 
pnt on their trial for the first time, but he had no objection 
to it in the case of persons previously eonvicted of offences 
against property. The difficulty which he pointed out last 
session with regard to the Bankruptcy Bill was that it was 
scarcely possible to put a man on his trial and say that he 
should be convicted unless he proved his innocence, and yet 
refuse him the right of giving evidence on his own behalf. 
Now, if that right were allowed him, he must also be sub- 
ject to cross-examination, and we should thus introduce 
to a great extent a practice existing in foreign countries. 
Whether it furthored the discovery of truth or not he would 
not now say, but he merely wished to point out that we 
should involve ourselves in a considerable change in our 
Jurisprudence. Again, as regards eager convictions, 
offences against the person ought to be distinguished from 
offences against property. If we tried to repress crime by 
mere punishment, we should succeed imperfectly, His 
+ scape was that to take the criminal’s children away from 

em would be an offectual mode of punishment, and though 
the expense might be great it would be repaid in after yoars 
by the diminution of crime, It was very desirable that 
something like uniformity should be established in the pun- 
ishments awarded to prisoners, With tho judges at West- 
minster-hall there was, whether expressly or impliedly, a 
seale by which punishments wero awarded for different 
eeapaer ha with magistrates and at quarter sessions there 
was nothing of the kind. He would also throw out as a 
suggestion—whother it was worth while to make a criminal 
guilty with tho almost cortain knowledge of every- 

y that the plea was a falschood. ‘That, however, was 

but a trifling matter. 


Lord Shaftesbury said the principle of the bill could not 

be gainsaid, but he thought that, by carrying the supervision 

} beyond a certain point gnd making it too stringent, as this 

| bill would do, they would run the risk of a great evil, be- 

, cause they would be shutting up more closely than they are 

now shut up all the openings to employment and access to 

industrial occupations. With a few amendments, the bill 
would do good. 

Lord Houghton said the early part of the bill was neither 
more nor less than that system of police supervision which 
he himself had induced that House to reject in 1864. He 
deprecated the system, and trusted that, in any event, the 
clauses of the bill would be deeply considered in committee. 


March 8.—The Game Laws.—The Earlof Albermarle 
moved for, and obtained, a return from each county of 
England and Wales of the number of persons convicted in 
petty sessions of offences against the game laws, and of the 
expenses incurred by each county in respect of such con- 
victions, as well as of the cost of maintenance in prison of 
persons so convicted, in the years 1241 and 1868 respectively. 
He had no hostility to the game laws themselves, but merely 
to the system under which the administration of the game 
laws was placed exclusively in the hands of the owners of 
game. 





— 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

March 5.—False Weights and Measures and Adulteration, 
—Lord E. Cecil moved—* That in the opinion of this House 
it is expedient that her Majesty's Government should give 
their earliest attention to the widespread and most repre- 
hensible practices of using false weights and measures, and 
of adulterating food, drink and drugs, with the view of amend- 
ing the law as regards the penalties now inflicted for those 
offences, and of providing more efficient means for the dis- 
covery and prevention of fraud.” 

Mr. Bright said he had it from the secretary of the 
commission, which would soon report, that the great 
majority of convictions was not for fraudulent, but merely 
defective or unjust weights and measures, deviating more 
or less from the standard, many of these deviations 
being of comparatively trifling amount, and frequently 
in favour of the purchaser—that is to say, the 
weights were too heavy and the measures too large, 
The convictions for unjust balances were also, 
the most part, for defective not for fraudulent balances. 
As regarded adulteration, the magistrates, the corpora- 
tions and those who elected them, seemed to care little about 
the matter, and as the ignorance of customers diminished, 
it was to be hoped that the evil would also lessen. It would 
be impracticable and most inexpedient to remedy it by a 
system of spies going from shop to shop. But if any 
private member chose to suggest a measure, the Govern- 
ment would consider it. The weights and measures were & 
simpler matter; an accurate standard could be got, and 
Parliament could do something. The Government would 
take the matter up when the commission had reported. 

Mr. Bentinck recommended the French plan of placarding 
the shops of the convicted tradesmen. 





The Law of Corrupt Practices at Elections.—NMr. Vernon 
Harcourt called attention “to the situation in which the 
House of Commons is placed by the absence of any authentic 
record of the judgments delivered by the judges appointed 
to try election petitions, which judgments interpret and 
declare, without appeal, the law of Parliament, upon which 
depend the rights of the constituencies, the title of their 
representatives, and the constitution of the House of Com- 
mons.” There were no records of the judgments delivered by 
the judges. And this was the more regrettable, inasmuch 
as no one exactly knew what the law was. No one knew 
what “corruptly” meant in the Act of 16 & 17 
Vict. No one knew what treating meant. There used to 
be a doctrine by which it was held that a man was supposed 
to intend the natural consequence of his own acts. The 
whole of the evil had undoubtedly arisen from introduei 
the word ‘‘ corruptly” into the Act, for the introduction a 
that word had proved nothing short of a mask under which 
corruption could be practised almost with ee. Again, 
the provision directed against the collusive withdrawal of peti- 
tions had wholly failed, One of the great seandals of the old 
system was that the more certain a petition was of succeed- 
ing if it was proceeded with, the ter the certainty of its 
being withdrawn, From what he had heard he believed 








the now Act had not much improved matters in that respeet, 











380 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Mar. 13, 1869. 











and he believed that nothing would be accomplished till we 
had a public prosecutor. 

The Attorney-General said arrangements would be made 
to have copies of the judgments laid on the table. As to 
the appointment of a public prosecutor, he did not hold out 
any hope that the Government would be able to deal with 
that question this session ; but it was one which had long 
engaged his attention. For years he had been in favour of 
the appointment of a public prosecutor, and he hoped the 
day was not far distant when we should have a public 
prosecutor, as all the nations on the Continent had at 
present. 

The Court of Common Pleas (County Palatine of Lancaster) 
Bill was read a second time. 

The Bankruptcy Bill—The Attorney-General asked leave 
to introduce this bill. The object of a bankruptcy law, he 
said, was to collect the proceeds of bankrupts’ estates, and 
distribute them as fairly, cheaply, and speedily as possible. 
Previous legislation had gone wrong in departing from 
that simple object. From Henry VIII. till lately the 
chief aim had been to punish the bankrupt; but later a re- 
action had set in too much the other way. The main evils 
of the present system were these :—The Commissioners 
had failed to win public confidence, because the law im- 
properly mixed up judicial with administrative functions, 
because their decisions were not uniform, and because they 
did not effectively control their subordinates. The courts 
were overloaded with officials, and proceedings were dila- 
tory and expensive. (On this latter head he went into 
statistics, which showed that the expenses amounted to 
75 per cent. on the sum divided amongst the creditors.) 
Imprisonment tor debt was unjust, and recent statutes had 
made it ineffectual ; it must, therefore, be abolished in toto, 
except, however, as to the county courts, where it would be 
modified by requiring the warrant to be granted in open 
court. This subject would be dealt with in a separate bill, 
to be introduced in a few days. The Commission showed that 
the English system had failed, and the Scotch system 
succeeded. The bill therefore, adapted to the Scotch 
system more than had been hitherto done. The main 
points were freedom from officialism, allowing the creditors 
to administer for themselves under the mere supervision of 
the Court. After certain‘specified acts of bankruptcy, and 
adjudication, the creditors would be summoned together, 
and there would be a preliminary proof of debt to deter- 
mine the right of voting. The creditors would then have 
three courses—to accept a composition, to agree 
to a deed of arrangement, or to proceed in bank- 
ruptcy. If they chose the latter they would appoint 
a@ trustee, not an official of the court, but anyone 
they pleased; they would also nominate inspectors 
from their own body, the accounts would be audited 
by an official auditor, and the whole operation would be 


conducted under the superintendence of the court. A | 


debtor would not be allowed to make himself a bankrupt, 
and after his release his subsequently aequired property 
would be liable for his debts for six years, unless he had 
id a dividend of 105. in the pound, Five-sixths, 
owever, of his creditors would have power to re- 
lease him. Criminal offences in bankruptcy would 
be sent to the ordinary criminal courts, including 
Quarter Sessions and magistrates, and the stringency of the 
criminal law against fraudulent debtors would be increased. 
The administration of the bankruptcy law would be in- 
trusted in the country to the county court judges, the pre- 
sent jurisdiction of the bankruptcy commissioners being re- 
tained until they died off; and in London one of the judges 
of the superior courts would be constituted chief justice 
in bankruptey, with power to make rules and regulations, 
and in certain cases to summon a jury. (For this purpose 
an additional judge to be eppeiatad, (fe med ppeals 
would go to the court from which the judge came, and 
that decision wonld be final, — where a special case 
was granted for the House of Lords. Finally, the funds of 
the court would suffice to pay all the necessary compensations, 
and that the bill—though only half as long 4s that of last 
tar—would be a consolidating statute. Several hon. mem- 
8 having congratulated the Attorney-General on the bill. 
Mr. Jessel, as a lawyer, recognised in the bill many fea- 
tures of the old system which had failed. He referred to 
the “order and disposition” doctrine, which enabled bank- 
rupts to take other people's property, and which he 
would be abolished; to the order of discharge ; the oposal 
to bind future property was not new, and had failed, In 








modern times the discharge was often illusory—eg,, 
through liabilities which could not be proved under the 

bankruptcy. He queried whether there would be enough 

check on the trustees, and thought voluntary settlements 

should be placed on the same footing as post-nuptial settle. 

ments. 

The Attorney-General having replied, leave was given to. 
introduce the bill. 

March 8.—Municipal Corporations (Metropolis).—A bill 
by Mr. Buxton was read a first time. 

Corporation of London.—A bill by Mr. Buxton to create a 
Corporation of London was read a first time. 

March 9.—Nomination Days.—In reply to Mr. B. Will- 
yams, the Secretary of State for the Home Department said 
the Select Committee appointed to inquire into the present 
modes of conducting Parliamentary and municipal elections 
would be instructed to take into their consideration the ex-- 
pediency of abolishing nomination days at Parliamentary 
elections, 

Real Estate Intestacy—Mr. Locke King obtained leave to 
bring in a bill for the better settling of the estates of intes. 
tates. The existing law originated in old times in the neces- 
sity for supporting a military organization, and subsequently 
was continued in order to support a small body of powerful 
territorial proprietors. It remained almost unaltered till 
Henry VIII.’s reign. Sinee this country was now no longer 
feudal, but commercial, real property should, on intestacy, 
be allowed to descend like personalty. He did not wish to 
introduce any interference, like that of the French law, with 
the power of willing property. The present system was also 
full of anomalies—e.g., the treatment of long leaseholds. 

Registration of Voters——Mr. Vernon Harcourt moved for 
and obtained a Select Committee ‘‘to inquire into the laws 
affecting the registration of voters entitled to vote in the 
election of members to serve in Parliament for boroughs in 
England and Wales, and to report whether any and what 
amendments are required therein.” As Sir R. Peel had said, 
the battle of the Constitution was fought in the Registration 
Courts, but the battlefield of the Constituticn was in rather 
a confused state. There were imperfections in the way of 
making out the overseer’s lists. The aid of the Post-office 
had been suggested. The Registration societies were mis- 
chievous. He suggested that all the objections to the first list 
should be made within as early a day as possible, and that 
the claims should be delivered a fortnight afterwards; it 
would then be possible to remove all plausible grounds fer 
a great number of objections, and to cast upon the objector 
the responsibility of sustaining the objection ifhe could. He 
also recommended that the practice of compelling the objec- 
tor to specify particularly the grounds of his objection should 
be adopted. in the boroughs as well as in the counties, 
Vexatious objections could be prevented by making the ob- 
jector pay costs in cases of failure and find security for those 
costs before he was heard. Some alteration, too, was wanted 
as to the registration of lodgers’ claims, Also, there should 
be power to compel an appeal from the barrister’s decision. 
He had not included the counties, because the qualification 
being different, and the area so large, they required different 
machinery. 

The Sale of Liquors on Sunday Bill was read a second 
time. 

March11,—The Lands Clauses Consolidation Act Amends 
ment Bill was read a second time. 








FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


AMERICA. 
Surremge Court, [.urnors. 
Wortman v. Price. 

Married Women—T heir rights under the Act of 1861—To what 
extent the husband may act as agent for the wife in the 
management of her separate property, so as not to subject it 
to the payment of the husband’ s debt. 

Lawnence, J., delivered the opinion of the Court. 
This was a trial of the right of property, in which Mrs. 

Henrietta C. Price claimed the ownership of about sovent, 

hogs levied upon under an execution against her husband. 


She testified that her husband’s father gave hor, in 1866, 
different sums, amounting in all to 2,960 dols, and a piece 
of land, which{she sold at 800 dols., and that her husband 
had been for a year acting as her agent in buying and 
shipping grain and stock with this money. The partner of 
Mr. Price was produced as » witness ; and he testifies that 
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he and Price formed a partnership for dealing in grain and 
stock in November, 1866. That he knew nothing of Mrs. 
Price in the business, and was not in partnership with her ; 
that the firm sometimes did business to the amount of 4,000 
dols. or 5,000 dols. per week ; that they made money, and 
that he did not know where the money came from that 
Price put into the business, The partnership was dissolved 
before the hogs in controversy had been levied on, and he 
had sold a part of them to Price. The case was submitted 
to the Court without a jury; and on this state of facts the 
finding and judgment were for the claimant of the ee. 

We think the finding was erroneous. It is urged that 
although such an arrangement could not have been sustained 
prior to the law of 1861, known as the Married Woman’s 
Act, it is legalized by that law. 

Under that law the husband can undoubtedly act as the 
agent of his wife for the purpose of managing her separate 
property, but it must be an actual and bond jide agency, and 
not an arrangement by which, under colour of an agency 
kept concealed from the public, the husband is to enter into 
trade with capital furnished by the wife, earry on business 
in his own name, precisely as he would do with his own 
money ; and then claim, as against his creditors, that all the 
property bought and sold by him in the course of his busi- 
ness is the property of his wife. 

In the case before us it does not appear that there was 
any arrangement between the husband and wife for his 
compensation, although he devoted all his time and energy 
to the business which he claimed to have been conducting 
as her agent. The profits of this business arose in part 
from the capital employed, and in part from his time and 
skill, yet there was no arrangement as to their division. 

Although the Act of 1861 authorises the wife to hold 
personal property, and under that law she may employ her 
husband as agent to manage it, yet it does not authorise 
her to receive, to the exclusion of creditors, the entire fruits 
of histime, skill, and industry, and it must not be so con- 
trued as to invite to fraud. 

This transaction can only be regarded, so far as concerns 
creditors, as a loan of the wife’s money to her husband, by 
means of which he engaged in trade. Such would have 
been its character if the money had come from a third per- 
son, and it must be so regarded as between the husband and 


e. 
It has been decided in other states having a married 
woman’s law similar in most respects to our own that the 
wife cannot, by virtue of this law, engage in trade: Freeman 
v. Orser, 5 Duer. 476; Sherman v. Elder, 24 N. Y. 383; 
Wooster v. Northrup, 5 Wis. 245 ; Glover vy. Alcott, 11 Mich. 
471; Gage v. Zemchy, 28 Barb. 622 ; Heeney v. Good, 21 Penn. 
State R. 349; Hallowell v. Hunter, 35 Ib. 375. Whether 
she can do so in her own name, and managing the business 
herself, without the aid or interference of her husband, 
is a question not involved in the present case, and one we do 
not decide. But we have no hesitation in saying that if 
she advances cupital to her husband, with which he en- 
es in trade, such capital and its fruits in the business will 
subject to the husband’s debts, even though he may claim 
tobe acting as his wife’s agent, and doing business in her 
name, A different rule would lead to the grossest fraud. 
What was said in Brownell v. Dixon, 37 Ill. 197, in regard 
to the power of the husband to act as agent for his wife, 
simply means, that he may act as her agent for a particular 
transaction, or generally, for the control of her property or 
the investment of her funds. He may lease her property 
and collect the rents, or invest her money, or change the 
character of her investments, if authorised by her, and he 
may do this without subjecting her property to his debts. 
But we did not say, nor expect to be understood as saying, 
that she could make him her agent for the purpose of 
engaging in trade tv be managed by him, and to which all 
is time and energy might be pel and that the property 
embarked in such trade and its profits would be beyond the 
reach of his creditors. Such is not the law. ‘The judgment 
must bo reversed, and the cause remandod.—Pitladelphia 
Legal Intelligencer, 





The Hereford Times computes tho foos to be paid to tho 
counsel ved in the Hereford election petition trial at 2,600 
=. The learned counsel engaged in tho case aro Mr, 


Serjeant Parry; Mr, Henry Hawkins, Q.C.; Mr. Hardinge 8. 
Gitar, Q.C.;' Mr. G. N 

Powell, Q.C,; Mr, J. 0, 

Loigh, 


= 3 


Dowdeswell, Q.C.; Mr, 
d the Hon, Chandos 


Griffits ; an 





OBITUARY. 


MR. R. G. K. BROOKES. 


Mr. Richard Gilbert Keates Brookes, solicitor, of Stow- 
on-the- Wold, Gloucestershire, died there on February 19th 
after a painful illness of thirteen months’ duration. Mr. 
Brookes entered upon the profession of an attorney in 1833, 
and most of the municipal and legal offices of Stow centred 
in his person. He was clerk to the magistrates for the petty 
sessional division of Stow, deputy registrar of the county 
court since its establishment,'clerk to the United Trust of the 
Stow and Moreton turnpike-roads, clerk to the —- 
Lieutenants of the county, and joint clerk to the Stow High- 
way Board ; he was also a perpetual commissioner, a commis- 
sioner to administer oaths, and a commissioner for taking 
affidavits. For several years past he has been in partnership 
with his son, Mr. Robert John Brookes, whose attorney's 
certificate dates from Easter Term, 1861. 


MR. JOHN CURLING. 

We have to announce the death of Mr. John Curling, 
solicitor, who for many years was a Parliamentary agent in 
Abingdon-street, Westminster. He was certificated in 
Miehaelmas Term, 1828. The London correspondent of the 
Cardiff Times writes as follows regarding the deceased 
gentleman, who appears to have been well known in the 
neighbourhood of the Houses of Parliament :—“M.P’s. and 
frequenters of the lobbies of St. Stephen’s will miss the face 
of a gentleman very well known to many of them—HMr. John 
Curling, who died a few days ago. He was the son ofa 
Surrey country gentleman who had taken a prominent part 
in local politics, and his son was no less keen a general 
politician. He belonged to the now almost extinct race of old 
Whigs, believed devoutly in Lord Russell, and dreaded (not 
to say hated) Mr. Gladstone. He was known to a large 
number of M.P’s., and even the stern janitors at the door of 
the House deigned to talk with him as an equal. His great 
ambitiom was to pass that door, and he made several at- 
tempts to go through the preliminary ordeal of election, 
offering himself to Dartmouth, Tavistock, and Devizes, but 
in vain. By profession he was a solicitor, and was employed 
chiefly in Parliamentary work. He drew up several bills, 
amongst them some eccentric measures introduced by the 
Marquis Townshend. Between the Marquis and Mr. Curling 
there was a bond of sympathy in their love of animals. 
Mr. Curling was one of the promoters of the refuge for 
dogs, and he never stirred out without carrying a supply 
of biscuits for distressed dogs and cats. He was a remark- 
ably handsome man, and dressed in the fashion of the beaux 
of thirty years ago. 








——— 


SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


MANCHESTER LAW ASSOCIATION, 
Tue Lares Mr. Ovens. 

At a meeting of the Manchester Law Association, held on 
Thursday last, the following resolution was passed unani- 
mously :—“ That this association, at its first meeting after 
the lamented death of Mr. Ovens, desires to place upon 
record its unfeigned regret that death should have removed 
at a comparatively early age one who had resided amongst its 
members for many years, and who by his uniform kindness 
and ess had endeared himself to the members of this 
association as well as to the community at large. In the 
opinion of this association Mr. Ovens fulfilled his duties as 
chairman of the Salford Quarter Sessions and County Court 
judge, as well as the many other duties devolving upon him, 
with great ability and in a most impartial and satisfactory 
manner. This association would also venture to be permi 
to convey to Mrs Ovensthedeep and pérsonal sympathy felt for 
her in her bereavement by every member of this association. 
Andthat the honorary secretary be requested to forward acopy 
of the above resolution to Mrs. Ovens.” 








LAW ASSOCIATION FOR THE BENEFIT OF 
WIDOWS AND FAMILIES OF PROFESSIONAL 
MEN IN THE METROPOLIS AND VICINITY, 
At the usual monthly meeting of the board of directors, 

held at the hall of the Incorporated Law Society, ia 

Chancery-lane, on Thursday, the 4th inst,, the following 








directors being present:—Mr. Whyte (Chairman), Mr. 
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Carpenter, Mr. Sawtell, Mr. S. Smith, and Mr. Styan, and 
Mr. Boodle (Secretary), three new annual members were 
admitted, and it was announced that £80 further on account 
of the sum received from the festival dinner held on the 9th 
of December last (£450 having been already paid) had 
been handed over by the Dinner Committee to the Trea- 
surers. 


LAW STUDENTS, DEBATING SOCIETY. 

Ata meeting of this society held at the Law Institution, 
pag iy a on Tuesday evening last, Mr. Harvie in the 
Chair, Mr, Charles Henry Turner was elected a member of 
the committee in place of Mr. Montagu, resigned. A vote 
of thanks to Mr. Montagu on his retirement from office was 


passed unanimously. 

In the unavoidable absence of Mr. G. B. Wheeler, the 
question for discussion was opened by Mr. J.J. Amos. The 
question was, “A. assured his life by a poliey voidable on 
suicide, except to the extent of pecuniary interest acquired 
bona fide by any person. A. mortgaged the policy to the 
company and subsequently committed suicide. Is the company 
bound to apply the insurance money in discharge of the 
mortgage debt? (White v. The British Empire Mutual 
Assurance Company, 17 W. R. 6); and was decided by the 
society in the affirmative. Thirty-one members were present. 











LIVERPOOL LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING 
SOCIETY. 

The fifth meeting of the session was held on the Sth inst., 
Mr. Hannan in the chair. Mr. Appleton read a paper 
entitled “The present jury system,” in which he 
advocated the abolition of grand juries, and the payment of 
jurymen by the day, which views seemed to meet with the 
approval of the majority of those who took part in the 
discussion which followed. Twenty members were pre- 
sent. 





NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE AND GATESHEAD 
ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 

The usual weekly meeting of this society was held on the 
8th inst. Mr. Vice-President Sewell in the chair. The 
common law case for argument was Williamson y. Barton, 10 
W. R. $21. Mr. J. D. Macdonald argued the case on 
behalf of the — and Mr. J. E. Joel for the defen- 
dant. It was decided for the plaintiff by a majority of two 
votes. 


COURT PAPERS. 


COMMON PLEAS. 

Sittings at Nist Prius in Middlesex and London, before the 
Right Hon, Sir Wut1am Boviut, Knt., Lord Chief Justice 
of her Majesty’s Court of Common Pleas, at Westminster, 
iu and after Easter Term, 1869. 





Is Tru. 

Middlesex. 
DABRY ..cccsssseo coos Agel 16 | Peiday ......:0500000 April 30 
ce EE a 

The Court will not sit in London during term. 
Arter Trem. 
Middlesex. | London. 

REIS May 10 | Wedneeday............ May 12 


During this term the Court will sit at Nisi Prius on 
7g at half-past 10 o'clock, and on all other days at 10 
C clock. 





EXCHEQUER OF PLEAS. 

—. at Nisi Prins in Middlesex and I before the 
Right Hon. Sir FirzBor Kerry, Knt., Lord Chief Baron 
= her aw Court of Exchequer, in and after Easter 

erm, ; 


In Texm. 

Middlesex. 
Friday ............. April 16 | Monday ....... sovseee May 3 
aie... ae 2 


The Court will not sit in London during term. 
Avrex Tenn. 





The Court will sit during and after term at ten o'clock, 

The Court will sit in Middiesex, in term, by adjournment 
from day to day until the causes entered for the respective 
Middlesex sittings are disposed of. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Last Quotation, March 12, 1869. 
[From the Official List of the actual business transacted} 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 per Cent, Consols, 92 Annuities, April, 85 
Dittoffor Account, A 8, 93 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 913 Ex Bills, £1000, 2 per Ct. pm 
New 3 per Cent., 919 Ditto, £500, Do 2pm . 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan. ’94 Nitto, £100 & £200, 2 pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock, 4 pey 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 Ct. (last half-year) 244 
Annuities, Jan. ’80— Ditto for Account, 

INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


{ndia Stk., 104 p Ct.Apr.’74, {nd. Enf. Pr., 5p C., Jan.’72 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 54 per Cent., May,’79 
Ditto 5per Cent.,July, ’80 1124 Ditto Debentures, per Cent, 
Ditto for Account, — April, ’64— 

Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. 88 105 Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. '73 1043 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000 — pm, 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. Ditto, ditto, under £100,10 pm f 


RAILWAY STOCK. 

















Shres. Railways. Paid, | Closing prices 
———e| i 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter .......ssesesssseserreeessees 100 784xd 
Stock | Caledonian.......seccessecseseecserensessreesenseses 100 79 
Stock | Glasgow and South-WesterD were | 100 99 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ........0006 100 374 
Stock Do., East Anglian Stock, No.2 ......0 100 poi 
Stock | Great Northern ...ssscccceresseecereeeeessseees 100 1084xd 
Stock Do., A StOCK*® .....ccscccoccerreees 100 l06§xd 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland) 100 97 
Stock } Great Western—Original ........ss0-sceeeee 100 49x 4 
Stock Do., West Midland—Oxford... ....css00 100 29 
Stock D0.,G0.—NOWPOFb wiscsrseecsecsseeseee cesses 100 3l 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire ...........0sse0+ 100 1244xd 
6tock | London, Brighton, and South Coast...... 100 504 


Stock | London, Chatham, and Dover...... «| 100 i7 
Stock | London and North-Western...... a 

Stock | London and South-Western .., 
Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Linco 
Stock | Metropolitan..........eceeceerseres 
Stock | Midland .....sseccsssessecessseeeesesees ve! 
Stock| Do., Birmingham and Derby ......+000+ | 100 85 
























Stock | North British | 100 35: 
Stock |} North London 100 122 
Stock | North Staffordshire 100 59 
Stock } South Devon. ...... 100 

Stock | South-Eastern 100 76gxa@ 
Stock Do., Deferred 45 
Stock | Tall Vale....1...sccccsssccrsccsercorsecce see seereseee 100 150 








eA receives uo dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 





Mongy Marxet anv City INTELLIGENCE. 


All the markets have laboured under much depression this 
week. The primary cause appears to have been the unfavour- 
able Bank returns of the weck before, and the anticipation that 
the Bank rate of discount would now be raised to 34 per cent. 
There was also some uneasiness arising from movements 
abroad. Thursday, however, havin, without any in- 
crease of the Bank rate, all the markets—funds, railways, and 
foreign securities—have begun to recover, the movement being 
ately a slight influx of bullion at the Bank. . : 

A tus has been issued of the Direct English, Indians 
and Australian Submarine Telegraph Company (Limited), with 
acapital of £2,500,000, in £5 shares, the first issue being 
150,000 shares. ‘The object is to lay and work submarine 
telegraphs between England, Gibraltar, Malta, Kgypt, India, 
China, and Australia, which shall be in English hands from 
end to end. 40,000 shares have already been taken up, the 
remaining 110,000 shares are offered to the public. 

Applications for the Galleon Treasure Venture will be re- 
ceived up to the 17th. 

The report of the directors of the Equity and Law Life As- 
surance Society, presented at the annual meeting, stated the 
amount of new insurances at £356,883. ‘Lhe new premiums, 
£11,418 6s. 11d., being in excess of those of any former years 
The total premium income of the year was £92,638 16s, 5d. 





+ 


ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
March 3,—By Mosers. Eowin Fox & Bovarintn, 
The Carysfort Mines, comprisi per, sulphur, iron, lead, and sliver 





ore, extending under an poorey Ty) 500 acres, now in work, situate in 
the county of Wicklow, Ireland ; term, 31 yours trom 1606, at a royalty 
of 1-14th—Bold for £400, 
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March 5.—By Me:srs. Norton, Trist, Watney, & Co. 
Freehold house, No. 21, Haydon-square, Minories, producing £63 
per annum; also & freehold ground-rent of £20 per annum—Sold 


ae rental of £45 per annum, secured on Nos. 39 and 40, Mansell- 
street, Goodman’s-fields—Sold for £1,120. 

Leasehold business premises and house, No. 16, Woodstock-street, Ox- 
ford-street, let on lease at £73 10s. per annum; term, 41 years from 
1865, at £4 7s. 6d. per annum—Sold for £1,060. 

Leasehold, 5 houses, Nos, 1 to 5, Balham-place, Balham, producing 
£143 per annum; term, 15 years unexpired, at £35 per annum—Sold 


for £780. 
Leasehold ground-rents, amounting to £54 12s. per annum, secured on 
Nos. 3, 5,7, and 11, Harrison-street, Gray’s-inn-road ; also leasehold 


lds. 
for 


house, No. 9, Harrison-street, producing £25 ; 33 years unex- 
pired, at £16 per annum—Sold for £820. 
Leasehold resid . No. 35, Brunswick and stab Brunswick- 





mews; 30 years unexpired, at £36 per annum—Sold for £1,030. 

‘Leaseholds, two houses, Nos. 17 and 18, Oxney-villas, Upper Holloway 
annual value, £64 ; term, 79 years unexpired, at a peppercorn—Sold 
for le 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 


MOORE —On March 8, the wife of Robert Moore, Esq., Solicitor, of Tal- 
bot-ledge, Tatterdown-place, of a son, 


MARRIAGES. 

‘GELL—EVERSHED—On March 9, at the Parish Church, Hove, Alfred 
Freemar Gell, Esq., of Brighton, son of the late Alfred Gell, Esq., of 
Lewes, to Ada, daughter of Ewen Evershed, of the Old Steine, 
Brighton. 

INGSFORD—BROCK-HOLLINGSHEAD—On March 6, at St. Mat- 
thew’s, Bayswater, Douglas Kingsford, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of the 
Middle Temple, to Beatrice Emma, daughter of the late Henry Brock- 
Hollingshead, Esq., of Billinge Scarr, Lancashire. 

(PHILLIPS—STONE—On March 6, at the District Church of Holy Trinity, 
Islington, John Worsley Phillips, Esq., Solicitor, of Dewnshire-hill, 
Hampstead, and Church-court, Lothbury, te Maria Ann, daughter of 
the late William Henry Stone, of Carsitor-street, Gentleman. 


DEATHS. 

BOUSFIELD—On March 3, at her residence, Warborough, Oxon, 
Rebekah, widow of the late W. C. Bousfield, Esq., Solicitor, ef Chatham- 
place, aged 77. 

BURN—On March 10, at 26, Willes-road, Kentish-town, Charlotte 
Emilia, the wife of James Burn, Esq,, Solicitor, of No. 16, Gresham- 
street, aged 62, 

SLOCOMBE—On March 6, Francis Morgan Slocombe, Esq., Solicitor, of 
Reading, aged 59. 








BreakFasT.—Eprs's Cocoa.—GRaTEFUL AND CoMFORTING.—The very 
agreeable character of this preparation has rendered it a general faveur- 
ite. The ‘‘ Civil Service Gazette’? remarks:—“ The singular success 
which Mr. Epps attained by his homeopathic preparation of cocoa has 
never been surpassed by any experimentalist. By a thorough know- 
ledge of the natural laws which govern the operations of digestion and 
nutrition, and by a careful application of the fine properties of well- 
selected cocoa, Mr. Epps has provided our breakfast tables with a deli- 
cately flavoured beverage which may save us many heavy doctors’ bills.’’ 
Made simply with boiling water or milk. Sold by the trade only in 4lb., 
4lb., and 1b. tin-lined packets, labelled—James Errs & Co., Homoo- 
pathic Chemists, London.—[Apv7.] 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


DMinding-up of Joint stock Companies. 
Fripay, March 6, 1868. 
LtMITeD 1n CHANCERY. 

‘City of Moscow Gas Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, pre 
sented March 4, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor James on 
March 13. Vice-Chancellor James has, by an order dated Feb 27, 
appointed Arthur Cooper, of 13, George-st, Mansion House, provisional 

jal liquidator. wis & Oo, Old Jewry, solicitors for the 
Petitioners. 

City Discount Company (Limited and Reduced).—Vice-Chancellor 
Malins has, by an order dated Feb 26, ordered that the voluntary 
winding-up of the above company be continued. Mercer & Mercer, 
Mincing-lane, solicitors for the petitioners, 

Ipstones Park Colliery Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor James 
has, by an order dated Feb 26, appointed James Burten, of Manchester, 
Official liquidator. 

Patent Floor Cloth Company (Limited),—Vice-Chancellor James has, by 
an order dated Feb 20, ordered that the voluntary ee of the 
above company be continued, Reed & Co, Greaham-st, solicitors for 
the petitioners, 

Port Phillip and Colonial Gold Mining Comeney (Limited aod Re- 
duced).—Petition presented Dec 17, for ucing the capital from 
£500,000 to £200,000, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor 
Stuart on March 12. Young & Co, Frederick’s-p!, Old Jewry, solici- 
tors for the company. 

Strand Printing and Publishing eae (Limited),—Creditora are re- 

wired, on or before April 2, to send their names and addresses, and 
the particulars of their debte er claima, te William Fleet Smart, of 
16, nghall-at, and George Holt Mason, of Poppin's-ot, Fleet.st. 
Friday, April 16 at 11, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon 
the debts and claims. 

Trinidad Petroleum Oonpeny (Limited).—-Creditors are required on or 
before May 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 


their debts or claims, to Thomas Milward Kitchon and Alfred 
» Of 110, Cannon-at, 
hearing and adj 


Geo, 
Tuesday, May 28 at 19, is nted 
udicatiag upon the lobia and claims, cont 








Stannagizs oF ConnwALlL. 

Wheal Norris United Mining Company (Limited).—Petition for winding- 
up, presented Feb 25, directed to be heard befure the Vice-Warden, 
e hoy be poy es | oer yg on March 17 at 12. Affidavits intended 

used at the hearing, in opposition to the ition, must be filed 
at the Registrar’s office, Truro, on er before | mare and notice 
thereof must, at the same time, be given to the petitioners, their 
soliciters or their agents. Gregory & Co, Bedford-row; for Hodge & 
Co, Truro, solicitors for the petitioners. 
TouespayY, March 9, 1869. 
Limitep In CHANCERY. 

Avonside Sugar Refinery Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Ma!ins 
has, by an order dated Feb 26, ordered that the voluntary winding- 
up of the above company be continued. Whites & Co, Budge- row, 
Cannon-st, for Press & Inskip, Bristol, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Company of Proprieters of the Royal Copper Mines of Cobre (Limited). 
Vice-Chancellor James has ordered that the voluntary winding-up of 
the above company be continued. Upton, solicitor for the company 
and liquidators. 

Madras Coffee Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, presented 
Mareh 3, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Malins on March 
14. Rooks & Co, King-st, Cheapside, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Marine Investment Company (Limited).—Petition for winding.up, pre- 
sented 4, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor 
on March 19, Tucker, St Swithin’s-lane, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Panama, New Zealand, and Australian Royal Mail Company (Limited). 
—Vice-Chancellor Malins has, by an order dated Fab 26, ordered that 
the above company be wound up, and that John Young, Tokenhouse- 
yard, be appointed official liquidator. Vallance & Vallance, Essex-st, 
Strand, solicitors fer the petitioners. 

Utrera and Moron Railway Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor James 
has, by an order dated Feb 1, appointed Henry Chatteris, Gresham- 
buildings, Bashinghall-st, official liquidator. 

Yardley Hastings Co-operative Stores Company (Limited).—Petition for 
winding-up, presented March 4, directed to be heard before Vice-Chan- 
cellor Stuart on March 19. Thomas & Hollams, Mincing-lane ; for 
Conquest & Stimson, Bedford, solicitors for the petitioners. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Friar, March 5, 1869. 
be 1 Friendly Society, Crown Inn, Whitchurch, Hereford- 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Friday, March 5, 1869. 

Attree, Richd Wakeford, Cannon-row, Westminster, Surveyor. Mareh 
24. Attree v Attree, V.C. James, Ford, Chancery-1ane. 

Buswell, Joseph, Nuneaton, Warwick. March 24. Hand » Osborne, 
V.C. Malins. Buchanan, Nuneaton. 

Butler, Wm Bradley, Savage-gardens, Cork Merchant. Marech27. But- 
ler # Butier, V.C. Malins. Thomas, Mincing-lane. 

Edwards, Thos Jeaffreys, Island of Java. March 31. Edwards e 
Maclachlan, M.R, Henderson & Redhead, Fencharch-st. 

Kerakoose, Harafiet, Horbury-cresceat, Ladbrooke-sq, Merchant. June 
24. Kerakoose v Ormsby, M.R. Peacock & Goddard, South-sq, 
Gray’s-inn. 

Mackarness, Hy Smith, Ash, Kent, Clerk. April 3. Wright » Mick- 
arness, V.C. Malins. Bell & Steward, Lincoin’s-inn-fields. 

Pearce, Thos, Albion-grove West, Barnsbury, Gent. Aprill0. Whipp 
v Rogers, V.C. Stuart. Belfrage & Middleton, Bedford-row. 

Shove, Ann, Montpelier-cottage, Kentish-town, Spinster. March 25, 
Shove wv Smith, V.C. Malins. Vizard & Co, New-inn, Strand. 

Theaker, Harriot, Camden-rd, Widow. Aprill. Job v Bushnell, V.C. 
Malins. Wright, Lincoin’s-inn-fields. 

Thomas, Jas Benj, Asylum-rd, Old Kent-rd, Gent. April2. Whites 
Thomas, V.C. Malins. Wright & Venn, Paper-buildings, Temple. 

Whitfield, Hy, Congleton, Chester, Cotton Manufacturer. April 1. 
Porter e Whitfield, M. R. Reade, Congleton. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Pict. cap. 35. 
Last Day, of Claim, 
Farpar, March 5, 1869. 





Biss, Cornelius, Henrietta-st, Manchester-sq,' Carpenter. April & 
Busby , Oxford-st, Regent-cireus. : 

Debson, Hy, Manor-ter, Brixton, Gent. April 6. Rae, Mincing-lane. 

Duley, Jou», Northampton, Ironfounder. April 6. Becke & Green, 
Northampter 
ward, Zackariah, Geerge-st, {Oxford-st. April $3. Watsen, Lincela’s 


Lancaster, 

Harling, Barzellai Augustus, Southgate, Surgeon. March M. Dale & 
Stretton, Gray’s-inn-sq. 

Inderwick, John, Percy-ter, Walham-green, Esq. April 20. Garrard 
& Jamos, Suffolk-st, Pall Mall Bast. 

Kenning, Thos Chapman, Bradden, Northampton, Farmer. Mareh 27. 


Reohe, Daventry. 
April 10. W. & H. T. 


Millington, John, Pentrobia, Flint, Gent. 
Browa, Cheater. 

Mutton, Wm Sexten, Brighton, Confectioner, June 1, Clarke & How- 

lett, Brighton, 


Nowbery, Louise, Lawferd-rd, Kentish-town, Widow, Janel. Freah- 
flelda, Bank-bidgs, 

Newton, Win, Norwich, Gent. Juae i. Rignold, Norwich, 

Nicholaon, Wi Nicholson, Roundbay-pk, York, Bq. April 28. Evans 
& Foster, Gray's-inn-aq, 

Qrrett, John, Fasakerly, Lanoaster, Farmer, March 31. Holden & 


Cleaver, Lpool, 

Powell, Kev Joseph, Normanton-on-Soar, Nowingham, Clerk. May t. 
Giles, Loughborough, 

Pratt, Geo, Addleatone, Surrey, Beq. Apel 5. N.C. & C. Milne, 
Harcourt- Temple. 
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Roberts, Sam!, Clarendon-vil'a, Maida-vale, Esq. April 20. Garrard & 
James, Suffolk-st, Pall East. 

Rutter, quate, Lupus-st, Pimiico, Spinster. April 3. Murray, Gt St 
Helen’ 

Sumntint, ‘Randle Wilkinson, Nunwick Hall, Cumberland, Esy. May 1. 
Bleaymire & Shepherd, Penrith. 

Shanks, Andrew, Robert-st, Adelphi, Engineer. April 5. Shearman, 
Jermyn-st, St James’ ‘s. 

— Thos, Ipswich, Suffolk, Gent. April 6. Westhorpe, Ips- 


Tesry, Thos, Swallowfield, Wilts, Esq. April 15. Ford & Lloyd 

Bloomsbury-sq. 
Toespay, March 9, 1869. 

Bayly, Lacy Juliana Lucy, Brighton, Sussex, Widow. May 4. Cundy, 
Regent-st. 

Brateon, Margaretta, Southernhay, Exeter, Spinster. May 5. Ford, 
Southernhay, Exeter. 

Clarke, Harvey Wm, The Rookery, Lower Tooting, Surrey, Gent. April 
7. Wilkins & Co, St Swithin’s-lane. 

a Edwd, Manch, Independent Minister. April 30. Milne, 
Manch 


Geary, Xaverius, Shawfield-st, Chelsea, Wine Merchant. April 10. 
Garrett, Doughty-st, Mecklenbargh-sq. 

Jefferson, Edwd, Lancaster, Gent. April 30. Sharp & Son, Lancaster. 

Johnson, ’Saml, The Hollins, ar Talk-on-the-Hill, Stafford, Gent. April 
20. Sherratt, Talk-on-the-Hill, Staffordshire. 

King, Sam!, Edward-st, Portman-sq, Lampist. April 6. Cox & Sons, 
Cloak-lane. 

Long, A Jas Valentine, Mark-lane, Wine Broker. June 9. Nicholson, 
Li 


me-st 

Mayer, John, Hanley, Stafford, Colour Maker. March 20. Walker, 
Burslem. 

Mead, Jas Thos, Westbourne-pk-villas, Paddington, Builder. April 20. 
Rhodes & Co, Chancery-lane. 

Molyneux, Annie Machell, Allerton Hall, Lpool, Widow. April 1. 
Eaton & Son, Lpool. 

Nicholls, Juliana Carolina Joan, Clifton, Bristel, Widow. May 7. 
Cleave & Sparkes, Crediton, Devon, 

Ridley, Sir Wm John, Malta, K.C.M.G. April 15. Nelson, Lawrence 
Pountney-iane. 

Roberts, Wm, Blackstock-lane, Highbury-vale, Islington, Clerk. April 
15. Ordershaw, Bell-yard, Doctors’-commons, 

Smith, Wm, Duchexs-st, Portland-pl, Hair Dresser. April2. West & 
King, Cannon-st. 

Spratt, Martha, Harbridge, Hants, Spinster. April 10. Low, Wim- 
pole-st, Cavendish -sq. 

— | Jas Wicksted, Chorlton Hall, Chester, Esq. Eaton & Son, 

pool. 

Veazey, Geo, Radford, Nottingham, Victualler. June 16. Thorpe & 
Co, Nottingham. 

Wigington, Orange, Shipston-upon-Stowe, Worcester, Yeoman. April 
10. Hobbes & Co, Stratford-upon-Avon. 


Geeds registereO pursuant to Bankrupley Act, 1861. 
Farpay, March 5, 1869. 

Anderson, Dani, Carlisie, Surgeon. Feb 26. Comp. Reg March 4. 

Ballans, Jas Noah, Sheffield, Tea Dealer. Jan 26. Comp. Reg March 4. 

Banks, Hy, Screddington, Lincoln, Licensed Victualler. Feb5. Comp. 
Reg March 4. 

Barres, Wm Chas, jun, Government-row, Enfield Lock, Engineer. March 
1. Comp. Reg March 4. 

Bissell, leue, Barking, Essex, Ironmonger. Feb22. Comp. Reg 
March 


Boothroyd, Wm, Blackley, nr Manch, Wine Retailer. Feb 22. Comp. 
Reg March 3. 
Brailsford, Tom, Leicester, Machinist. Feb 20. Asst. Reg March 5. 
Brown, Sami Shaw, Runcorn, Chester, Auctioneer. Feb22. Comp. 
March 4 
Butler, John, Bilston, Stafford, Grocer. Feb5. Asst. Reg March 3. 
k, John, Dalwn- -in-Parness, Lancaster, Grocer. Feb- 17. Comp. 
heg March 3. 
Colton, Wm, Leeds, Worsted Spinner. Jan 22. Asst. Reg March 4, 
Compton, Boston, Potton, Bedford, Market Gardener. Feb 24, Comp. 
Reg Mareh 3. 
—-. Joun Gibls, Pontefract, York, Grocer. Feb 15. Comp. Reg 
ch 4, 


Cross, KAwd, Lewis-pi, Kew-rd, Builder. Feb 17. Comp. Reg March 2. 
Dey, Chas, Walsall, Susffordshire, Draper. Feb 19. Asst. Reg March 4, 
Dizon, Margaret, & Wm Jas Dixon, Preston, Lancaster, Cotton Spin- 
ners, Janis. Asst. Keg March 5. 
Dossetor, Thos Peart, Poultry, Hosier. Feb3, Asset. Reg March 3. 
Eason, Geo Wm, Grosvenor-row, Pimlico, Grocer. Feb3. Asst. Reg 
March 2. 
Eastwousd, Walter, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancaster, Chemist. Feb 22, 
Comp. Keg March 4. 
Ecclestone, Joha, Gainsborough, Lincoln, Marine Store Dealer. Feb 
3. Comp. Keg March 2. 
Fisher, Jas Chas, Westmoriand-bidgs, Aidersgate-st, Mantle Manufac- 
tarer. Feb5. Comp. Keg March 4. 
Gerrard, Wm, Lyndhurst, Southampton, Cabinet Maker, Feb 15. 
Asst. Heg March 5. 
Glover, Sami, Leicester, Victualler. Feb 17. Comp. Reg March 3. 
John Hy Morris, & Jas Guest, Manch, Manufacturers. Feb 6. 
Ast. Keg March 5. 
Gregory, Wm — Rupert-st, Hotel Keeper. March 2, Comp. 
March 
ont, Eu, ecads-apeents, Kensington, Bailder. Feb ll. Comp. 
keg March z. 
Harris, ttt, Trowbridge, Wilts, Builder. Feb 2. Comp. Reg 
2. 


March 2. 
= pen Rates, Wimborne, Dorset, Grocer. March 3. Comp, Keg 
Hida, Yen, Mewcastle-npon-Tyne, Carman. VFeb22, Comp. Reg 
seat om , Manch, Leather Merchants. Feb 1b. Comp. 


v faa, Koiwn, Lancaster, Corn Dealer, Febl, Comp, Reg 


Hutchinson, Fredk, & Alfred Bentley, Nottingh Lace Manufacturers, 
Feb 16. “Asst, ‘Reg March 4.” ns 
——- Joshua, Bradford, York, Cabinet Maker. Feb 10. Asst, Reg 
arch 3. 
Jones, Hy, Newport, Salop, Grocer. Feb 20. Asst. March 2. 
—_—s ‘Thos Whitby, York, Lodging-house Keeper. Feb8. Asst, Reg 
‘arch 
Last, Sonal + ie Heathcock-ct, Strand, Printer. Feb 12. Comp, 
Reg March 5. 
Le oer Harriet, Bristol, Furniture Dealer. Feb3. Asst. Reg 
arch 
Palmer, Jas, Basnett-grove, Wandsworth-rd, Battersea, Warehouseman, 
Feb 15. Comp. Reg March 4, 
— 1 ote Senterlend, Durham, Chemist. Feb 23. Comp. Reg 


reh 
rs bay Hy, Clifton, Bristol, Dealer in Toys. Feb6. Asst. Reg 


m.. AY Mumbles, i, ~ a Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler, 
March 2. Comp. Reg Marc! 

Robinson, Geo, Surkeanta, “Statterd, Butcher. Feb 3. Asst, 
Reg March 3. 

ee, Joseph Thos, Lpool, Grocer. Feb 20. Comp. Reg 

arc’ 

Seamark, Wm, Powis-ter, toy ome gg Bayswater, Shoe Manufac. 
turer. Feb 37. Comp. Reg March 4. 

Smith, Robt, Leadenhall-st, Grocer. Feb 4. Asst. Reg March 4, 

Spiller,  naiad Swindon, Wilts, Upholsterer. Jan 27. Comp. 

‘eb 27. 

Stewart, Jas Hinton, Leeds. Feb 2. Comp. Reg March 2. 

Taylor, John, Birm, Retail Brewer. Jan15, Comp. Reg March 3. 

Thomas, Saml Vosper, Wimborne Minster, Dorset, Accountant. Feb 
13. Comp. Reg March 4 

Upton, Martha, & Sarah "ies <eutrpencemt, Notting-hill, 
Teachers of Languages. Feb 13. Comp. Reg March 3. 

Wilkinson, po, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Feb 3, Comp. 
Reg March 3. 

Wood, Geo, jun, Lyme-st, Camden-town, Brick Merchant. Feb 19, 
Comp. Reg March 4. 2 

— ‘wn Preston, Lancaster, Draper. Feb 17. Asst. Reg 


Tuespay, March 9, 1869. 
ee, Geo, Middlesbrough, York, Draper. Jan 26. Comp. Reg 
arch 

Chipchase, fom. Hackney-rd, Boot Manufacturer. Feb8. Comp, 
Reg March 

Su aed Altea Wm, Leicester, Machine Maker. Feb19. Comp. 
arc 

FS Cornelius, Hanley, Stafford, Joiner. Feb 8. Asst. Reg 


Coward, ee Albert, Mansell-villas, Wimbledon-hill, Surrey, School- 
master. Marchi, Comp. Reg March 6. 

Dawson, Chas alfred, Bute-villa, Twickenham, Middlesex, Gent. Jan 
27. Comp. Reg March 6 

oe! ae Nottingham, Hosiery Manufacturer. Feb 13. Asst. Reg 


ch 6. 
Dixon, John, Hardingswood, Stafford,Corn Dealer. Feb ll. Asst, 
March 5. 


g 
gt — Carnaby-st, Golden-sq, Boot Maker. March 5, Comp. 
March 
Gregg, Patric Hamilton, Redditeh, Worcester, Printer. Feb 8. Comp. 
eg 
Haffam, Fredk Th beng na Totterdown, nr Bristol, Engineer. 
Feb 17. Comp. March 
Hall, John, Newcastle-upon- ese, Brick Manufacturer, Feb 27. 
Comp. Reg March 
n, Wm, Grange-lane, Birkenhead, Chester, Grocer. Feb 10. 
Comp. Reg March 9. 
a ny a Wm, Chorley, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Feb 8. Asst. Reg 
arch 
Jenkins, Wm, Aberavon, Glamorgan, Innkeeper. Feb 11. Comp, 
Reg March 6. 
Land, Fred, York, Builder. Feb 11. Asst. Reg March. 
Lewry, Edw Kussell, , Seomepert, Worcester, Iron Merchant. Jan 30, 
Asst. Reg March 
ss , Hy, Middlesbrough, York, Innkeeper. Feb8.- Asst. Reg 
larch 
Moseley, Chas, John Dalton-st, Manch, Brush Manufacturer. Feb 8. 
Asst. Reg March 6. 
as — Hexham, Northumberland, Surgeon. Feb 15. Asst, Reg 


Marc 
—- pth Roger, Caerphilly, Glamorgan, Grocer. Feb8, Asst. Reg 
h 8 


Shackleton, Goo Hy, Sunderland, Durham, Confectioner, Feb 9. Comp. 

4 

Simpson — Edwin, Temple-row, Birm, Stationer. Feb 26. Comp. 
Reg Marc! 


Smart, cake, & Thomas Smart, Leicester, Shoe Manufacturers 
Feb 22. Comp. Reg March 5, 
Standen, am, Consley Wood, Sussex, Miller. Feb19. Comp. Reg 
bh 6 


Mare 
i Decimus, Well-st, Birm, Clerk. Feb 16, Comp. Reg 
arch 5, 
Todd, John, Barton-upon-Homber, Lincoln, Grocer. Feb 10. Asst. 
Reg March 5. 
Townsend, Kdwd, bong te Kingston-upon-Thames, Surrey, Tailor. 
Feb9. Comp. Reg March 6. 
Wade, Sam!, Derby, Uraper. Feb’. Comp. Reg Mar 
Whitney, Jas, Bradley Green, Biddulph, Stafford, Sand sealer. March 
6, Comp. Keg March 6 
GSankruypls. 
Farpar, March 5, 1869, 
To Surrender in London. 
Adamson, Jas Kobertaon, & Wm Bruce Templeton, Mincing-laue, Wine 
Merchants. Pet March 2, Koche. March 17 ati, Linklavers & Co, 


Walworth. 
Betts, John Fredk Hy, Oxford-st, Wine Merchant. Pet Feb 27. 





Pepye. March 190.2, Nind, Basinghallest. 
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Birch, Jas Fredk, Brighton, 5 Hosier, Pet March 2. Murray. 
March 15 at 11. Montagu, Buck 

Bourk, Hy, Raquet-ct, Fleet-st, er ag Pet March 1. Roche. March 
17 at li. Beard, Coruidih Diss: 

, Geo Merry, Cornhill, Discount Broker. Pet March1. Pepys. 

March 19 atl. Hardwick, Fenchurch-st. 

_ Joseph, Mn he Goswell-rd, out of business. Pet Feb 26. 

March 17 at |. Dobie, Gresham-st. 


a... hava, Borking Side, Essex, Jobbing Farmer. Pet March 1. 
March 17 at 2. Holmes, Fenchurch-st. 

Butcher, Geo, & Sydney Jas Butcher, York-rd, King’s-cross, Coal 

Merchant. Pet March 1, Pepys. March 19 at 1. Edwards, Doughty- 

st, cote eS 

‘Cole, Jas Ormond, Rectory-sq, Stepney, Rigger. Pet Feb 27. March 
17at2. Rae, Mincing-lane, 

Davies, John, Queen-st, Woolwich, Beer pee. Pet Feb 27. Pepys. 
March 19 at 11. Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 

Davis, David, Commerce-pl, "Brixton-rd, Upholsterer, Pet Feb 27, 
March 24 at 11. Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry. 

Day, Noah, Prisoner for Debt, Hertford. Pet March 3, Pepys. March 
19at 2. Boydell, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Derfferle, Frieterich, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 1 (for 
pau). Roche. March 17at1. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Duclos, Chas, Twickenham, Cook. = Feb 25. Pepys. March 18 
at 12, Goatley, Bow-st, Covent: 

Evans, on ag we" es out of Sostoens. Pet Feb 26. Pepys. 
March 18 at 2, Dobie, G m-st. 

Gassett, Edwd, St Eeseete Sussex, Non-trader. Pet March 2. March 
22 at 12. Davis, Moorgate-st. 

Gorfett, Thos Anthony, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Mareh 1 (for 
pau). Pepys. March 19at 1. Watson, Basinghall-st, 

Harris, Sylvanus, Mile End-rd, Homepathic Surgeon, Pet Feb 26, 
Pepys. March 18 at 12. Wood, Basinghall-st. 

Hexamer, Andrew, King re dag e-walk, tk, Mildmay-pk, Islington, Baker. 


Pet March 3. March 22at 

Hill, Timothy, Sholing, a EAM Grocer. Pet Marchi, March 
99° atil. Paterson & Son, Bouverie-st, Fleet-st. 

Hilliar, John, Cambridge-ter, Gerrard-st, Islington, out of business. 
PetFeb 26. Pepys, March 18ati. Poole, Bartholomew-close. 

Issacs, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 1 (for pau). 
Pepys. March 19 at 12. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Israels, Abraham, White’s-row, Spitalfields, Butcher. Pet March 3. 
Roche. March 17 at 1. Abbott, Worship-st. 

Ker, Alphonso Collingwood, Broadway, South Hackney, Cheese- 
monger. Pet March 2. Roche. March 17 atl. Wells, Langham- 
st, Portland-pl. 

King, Wm Warwick, Suffolk-lane, Cannon-st, Solicitor, Pet Feb 27. 
Pepys, March 19 at 2. Barron, Queen-st. 

Langham, Nathaniel, Harrow-hill, Middlesex, out of business. Pet 
March 2. Pepys. March 19 at 2. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl, Holborn. 

Marshail, Geo, Brockley-lane, Forest-hill, ee Pet March 3. 
Murray. March 15at 12. Chandler, Bucklersbu 

McCord, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 37 Tor pau). Roche, 
March 17 at 11. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 


Moss, Horace, Rutland-ter, Bridge-avenue, Mammersmith , no occupa- 
tion. Pet March2. Roche. March 17 atl. Mackeson & Goldring, 


Liucoln’s-inn-fields. 

Nesbitt, John, Blandford, Dorset, Clothier. Pet March2. March 22 
at 12. Marsden, Friday-st. 

Nibbs, John Thos, Pilgrim-st, Walworth, Silk Cord Manufacturer. Pet 
March 1. March 22 at 12. Nind, Basinghall-st. 

Nicholson, Jas, Providence-‘er, Forest-hill, Book-keeper. Pet March 
Me spiareh 22at 1. Stibbard & Beck, East India-avenue, Leaden- 

all-st. 

Ore, John Abraham, Arpley-rd, Penge, Builder. Pet March 2. Pepys. 
March 19 at 2, Lewis & Co, Basinghall-st. 

Peake, Chas, Barbican, Poulterer. Pet March 3. 
at 12. Steadman, London-wall. 

Pullman, John Chamberlayne, Wood-end, Green Hayes, Cabinet 
Maker. Pet Feb 27. March 15 at2, Hicks, Strand. 

Reeves, John, St George’s-rd, Peckham, Stonemason. Pet March 3. 
Pepys. March 19 at 11. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 

Sandford, John, jun, Barnstaple, Devon, Journeyman Draper. Pet 
March 1. Koche. March 17 at 12. Foord, Pinner’s Hall, Old 

Broad-st. 

Pet Feb 25. 


Pepys. March 19 


Shailer, Jas, Walmer-rd, Notting-hill, Retailer of Wine. 
March 15 at 2. Peverley, Gresham-bidgs, Basingha!l-st. 

Silley, Hy, Tower-st, Seven Dials, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 26, 
Roche. ‘ March 17 at 12. Nash & Co, Suffolk-lane, Cannon-st, 

Sleightholm, Christopher, Stork’s-rd, Bermondsey, out of business. 
Pet Feb 27, March 17 at 2. Ring, Gresham-bldgs, Basinghall-st. 

Smith, John, Kennington-rd, Lambeth, Tutor. Pet March |. Pepys. 
March 19 at 12. Hobbs, Bishopsgate-st, Without. 

Stargardter, Adolphe, Hackney-rd, Boot Manufacturer. Pet March 1. 
Murray. March 15atl, Beard, Basinghall-st. 

Taylor, ohn Wm, Claylands-rd, Clapham-rd, Cabinet Maker. Pet 
March 1. Pepys. March 19at 1, Lewis & Co, Basinghall-st, 

Tracy, John, Gravesend, Kent, Licensed Victualler, Pet March 1, 

che. March 17 at le. Pullen, Queen-sq, Bloomsbury. 

Tullet, Thos Wm, High-st, Stoke Newington, Cheesemonger. Pet 
March 2. Pepys. March 19 at 2. Waring, Bond-ct, Walbrook. 

Van Winkle, Jacob Martin, Laurence Pountney-hill, Iron Merchant, 
Pet March }. March 22 at1l., Miller & Miller, Sherborne-lane. 

Webb, Hy, Greonwich-rd, out of business, Pet March 1. Pepys. 
March 19 at 1. Angel, Guildhall-yard. 

White, Wm Alfred, Ryarsh, Kent, out of business. Pet March |. 
Pepys. March 19atl2, Pritchard ome | , Gray's-inn. 

Williams, Brafield, Proapect-pl, Cambridge out of business, Pet 
March 2, Roche. March 17 at 12. Steadman, London-wall, 

Wollacott, Fredk Chappell, Stanton-ter, Pancras-rd, Kin Toss, 
Printer, Pet March a March 22 at 1). Westall te Oo Tecan” 

“Bt, 

Wyles, Edwd, Boxley, Kent, Miller. Pot March 3. Popys, March 19 

atl. Lewis & Co, Old Jewry ; Bassett, Rochester, 
To Surrender in the Country. 

vison, Geo, Pymroyd, York, Cloth Finisher, Pet Fob 23, Leeds, 

a til, Learoyd & Learoyd, Huddersfield ; Bond & Barwick, 





Baildon, Jas, Bradford, York, Soummepeten Dyer. Pet Feb 20. Brad- 
ford, March 19 at 9.15. Mason, York. 

Baildon, John, Laister Dyke, York, Cotton Warp Dyer. Pet March 1. 
Bradford, March 19 at 9.15. Lees & Senior, Bradford. 

Barlow, Geo Valentine, Easton, Northampton, Stonemason. Pet March 
1. Shield. March 22 at 11. English, Stamford. 

Bates, Wm, Halifax, York, Fishmonger. Pet March 3. Leeds, March 
15at1l. Cronhelm, Halitax; Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Bell, Thos Hawthorne, Lpool, "Grocer. Pet March 1. Hime. Lpool, 
March 17 at 2. Blackhurst, Lpool. 

Berry, Joseph, Halshawmoor, Lancaster, Labourer. Pet asfarch 2. 
Holden. Bolton, March 17 at 10. Ramwell, Bolton. 

Brand, Chas, Bourn, Lincoln, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 25. Bell. Bourn, 

March 16 at 3. Law, Stamford 


Brearley, Hy, Godham-hill, Lancaster, Grocer. Pet Feb 23. Macrae. 
Manch, March, 19 at 11. Boote & Rylance, Manch. 
Brooks, Edgar, Birm, Gun Manufacturer. Pet March1. Hill. Birm, 


March 17 at 12. Hodgson & Son, Birm 

Brown, Geo, Poole, out of employ. Pet March 1, 
March 16 ‘at ll. Howard, Weymouth. 

Burch, Thos Edwd, Sheffield, Builder. Pet Feb 23. Leeds, March 17 
atl2. Gainsford & Bramley, Sheffield. 

Burniston, Wm, Doncaster, York, Tailor. Pet Feb 13. Leeds, March 
15atli. Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Chichester, John Chicester Burnard, Bath, Somerset, Clerk in Orders. 
Pet March 3. Gibson. Newcastle-upon- Tyne, March 17 at 12. Hodge 
& Harle, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 

Cole, Wm, Mount Pleasant. Stafford, Brick Manufacturer. Pet March 
3. Harward. Stourbridge, March 19 at 10. Waldron , Brierley-hill. 

Coupland, Wm, Sheffield, Draper. Pet Feb 11. Leeds,” March 17 at 


Dickinson. Poole, 


12, Fernell, Sheffield. 

Davies, Robt, Liyttygnfach, Montgomery, Farmer. Pet March 2. 

pool, March 18 at Il. Dodge, Lpool. 

Dixon, Joha, Holborn-hill, Cumberland, Clogger. Pet March 3. Were. 
Whitehaven, March 22 at 11. Mason, Whitehaven. 

Dukes, Wm, Burton-on-Trent, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Feb 
27. Hubbersty. Burton-on-Trent, March 17 at 10. Wilson, Burton- 
on-Trent. 

Edmonds, Fredk Wm, Lpool, Cooper. Pet March2. Hime. Lpool, 
March 17 at 3. | Hindle, Lpool. 

Emerton, John Saml, Skirbeck, Lincoln, Architect. Pet Feb 27. 

Staniland. Boston, * March 15 at 12.30, Wise, Boston. 

F ®rrar, John, Brighton, out of business. Pet March 1. Evershed. 
Brighton, March 20 at 11. Runnacles, Brighton. 

Faulconbridge, Wm, jun, Nuthall, Nottingham, out of business. Pet 
March 2. Patchitt. Nottingham, March 24 at 10.30. Belk, Not- 
tingham. 

Francis, Thos, Pencoed, Glamorgan, Engine Fitter. Pet March 1. 

Lewis. Bridgend, March 13 at 12. Stockwood, Bridgend. 


Farnis, Geo, Manch, out of business. Pet March 1. Hulton. Salford, 
March 20 at 9.30. Rylance, Manch, 

Garland, Jas, Stockton, Durham, Innkeeper. Pet March 2, Crosby. 
Stockton-on-Tees, March 17 atil. Draper, Stockton. 

Geronthius, Bertera, Gloucester, Shipbroker. Pet March1. Wilde. 
Bristol, March 17 at 11, Press & Iuskip, Bristol, 

Golding, Jas, Netherton, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 26. 
Walker. Dudley, March |8 at 12. Stokes, Dudley. 

Gollin, Stephen, Preston, Lancaster, Butcher. Pet March 3. Fardell. 
Manch, March 23 at 11. Forshaw, Preston. 

Grizzelle, Thos Magness, Oxford, Organist. : Pet Feb 27. Dudley. 


Oxford, March 20 at 10. Thompson, St Ebb’s 
Hancock, Joseph, St Mawes, Cornwall, Innkeeper. Pet March $3. Chil- 
cott. Truro, March 17at 11. Cariyon & Paull, Truro. 


om. Wn, Bilston,Stafford, Retail Brewer. Pet Feb 27. Brown, 


olverhampton, March 24at1l2. Ward, Wolverhampton. 
Hitchin, John, jun, Prisoner for Debt, Worcester, Adj Feb 24 (for 
pau), Talbot. Kidderminster, March 18 at 1}. 
Hitchens, Hy, Witton-cum Twambrooks, Chester, Plumber. Pet Marck 
2. Cheshire. Northwich, March !6at ll. Fletcher, Northwich, 
Hobday, Chas Hy, Birm, Licensed Victualler. Pet March 3. Hill. 
Birm, March 17 at 12. Saunders & Bradbury, Birm. 

Hopkins, Joseph, Pontrhydfeudiged, Cardigan, Carpenter, Pet Feb 
26. Jenkins. Aberystwith, March 17 at 10. Attwood, 

Jackson, Joseph, Bilston, Stafford, Grocer. Pet Feb 27. Brown. 
Wolverhampton, March 24at 12. Bowen, Bilsten. 

Joesbury, Edwd, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Tobacconist. Pet March 
1, Brown. Wolverhampton, March 24 at lz. Best, Willenhail. 

Lacy, David Hy, Middleton, Lancaster,Comm Agent. Pet March 1, 
Tweedale. Oldham, March 17 at 12. Buckley, Oldham 

Lee, Joseph, Ipplepen, Devon, Tea Dealer. t March 1, Exeter, 
March 12 at 12. Hooper & Michelmore, Totnes. 

Lerivill, Humphrey, Arlington, Devon, Miller, Pet March 1, 
Bencraft. Barnstaple, March 19 at 12. Thorne, Barnstaple. 

Leyland, Wm, St Helen's, Lancaster, Coal Miner. Pet March 2. 
Leste, St Helen's, March (7 at 12. Beasley, St Helen’s. 

McCann, Dani, Bolten, Lancaster, Plumber. Pet Feb 23. Macrae, 
Manch, March 18 at 12. Dawson, Bolton, 

McCoskrie, Jas, Lpool, Licensed Victualler, Pet Feb 25, 


Hime. 
Pet March 1, 


Lawton, Valenciennes, 
Monsey, Wm, Swansea, Glamorgan, Mineral Surveyor. Pet Mareh 1. 
Morris, Swansea, March 15 at%. Morris, Swansea. 
Naylor, Wm, Raistriok, York, Ale Dealer. Pet March 4. Leeds, 
Mareh 15 at 11, Barber, Brighouse ; Cariss & Tem: Leeds. 
Patchite, 


Lpool, March [5 at 3. Daggers, Lpool. 

Mills, Martha, Carr Barn, York, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Roberts, Saddieworth, March 24 at 12. 
Saddleworth,. 


Ramaden, Kdwa, Sheffield, General 
Sheffield, March Taek. 

Rawlinson, John, Wavertree, nr 
Lpool, Mareh 15 at 2. hate Lpool, 


Tador, 
Potter, Edwd, Aldham, Basex, Blacksmith. 
Wake. 
Micklethwaits, Sheftield, 
» Gardener, Pet Feb 24 Hime. 


‘empest, 
1 Nottingham, out of business, Pet Fed 27. 
ti 
Mani, Burslem, Stafford, out of business. Pet March 3. 
Colchester, March 13 at 3. Goody, Colchester. 
orthampton, Keeper, Pet 





ham, March 24 at 10.3¢. Cranch, Nottingham. 
Parton, 
Birm, March i9ati2. Ward, Longton 
Pet Fed 20. Barnes. 
erchant. Pet March 2. 
Beerhouse 
Oundle, March 17 at 10, Law, Stamford, 


K a So 
Feb 27. 


Sherand. 
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Richardson, Joseph, ts agp ~ Debt, Lancaster. Adj Feb 18 
Macrae. Manch, March 22 

Rowland, Jas, Manch, Grease a Pet March 2. Fardell- 
Manch, March I» at 12. Jones, Manch. : 

Gchofield, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Pet Feb 18, Hill. Birm, 
March 7 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm 

Scrivener, Chas Waters, Filey, York, Surgeon. Pet Feb 26. Woodall. 
Scarborough, March 22 at 3. Spurr, Scarborough. ; 

, Geo, Lpool, Book-keeper. Pet Feb 26. Hime. Lpool, 
March 16 at 2. Evans & Lockett, Lpool. 

Smith, Mary Ann, New Windsor, Berks, Milliner. Pet March 2, 
Darvill. Windsor, March 13 at 11. Durant, Windsor. 

Smith, Wm, Burnley, Lancaster, out of business. Pet March |. 
Hartley. Burnley, March 1$ at 3. Backhouse & Whittam, Burnley. 

Smith, Geo, Chatham, Kent, Labourer. Pet _— 1. Acworth. 
Rochester, March 16 at 2. Hayward, Rocheste’ 

Stidworthy, Fras, Torquay, Devon, Boot Maker. Pet Feb'1l. Exeter, 
March 16atll. Fryer, Exeter. 

—_— Thos, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Builder. Pet Feb 27. 

Wilde. Bristol, March 17 at Ll. Chapman, Weston-super-Mare ; 
Henderson & Salmon, Bristol. 

Thompson, Robt, Darlington, Durham, out of business. Pet March 1 
Bowes. Darlington, March 19 at10. Clayhills, a 

Wilson, Robt, Manch, Comm Agent. Pet Marchi. Fardell. Manch, 
March !7 at 11. Atkinson & Co, Manch. 

TuespaY, March9, 186). 
To Surrender in London. 
ag Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 5 (for pau), 
Murray. March 22 at 12. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Baldwin, Jonathan, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 5 (for 
pau). Pepys. April8at 1. Watson, * Basinghall-st. 

Besly, Prancis Bernard, Prisoner for Dabt, London. Pet March 4 (for 

pau). Brougham. March 24 at 12. Brown, Basinghall-st. 

Boswell, Martin Theodore, Marylebone-rd, Civil Engineer. Pet March 
4. Murray. March 22 atil. Lydall, Southampton-bidgs, Chan- 
cery-lane. 

Briscoe, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 5 (for pau). Mur- 
ray. March 22 at 12. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-iun. 

Carver, Jas Fredk, Folham-rd, Ironmonger. Pet March 5. March 24 
atl. Sturt, Ironmonger-lane. 

Coleman, Hy Horner, Royal-p], Greenwich, Solicitor. Pet March 2. 
March 22 at 1. Gammon, Cloak-iane. 

Collings, Thos Geo, Aylesbury, Bucks, Baker. Pet March 4. Pepys. 
April 8at 12. Warrand, Newgate-st. 

Cook,John Laverance, Gt Grimsby, Lincolnshire, Fisherman, Pet 
March 5. March 24at12. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl. 

Cooper, Hy Thos, Tamworth-rd, Fulham New-town, Coal Agent. 
Pet March 5. March 24 at |. Hope, Ely-pl. 

Creasey, Jas, Ipswich, Suffolk, Commercial Traveller, Pet March 6. 
March 24at1. Story, King’s-rd, Bedford-row. 

Dixon, Geo, Offord-rd, Barnsbury, Commercial Clerk. Pet March 4, 
Murray. March 22 at 12, Biddies, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Dowse, Richd, Bushey, Hereford, Journeyman Carpenter. Pet March 
5. Murray. March 22at12. Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 

Fage, Jas Edwd, Holly Bush-pl, Bethnal Green-rd, Assistant to a 
Farniture Dealer. Pet March 5. Murray. March 22 at 12. Harrison. 
Basinghall-st. 

Goulter, Thos Jas, Norbiton, Surrey, Builder. Pet March 3. March 
22at1i. Smith, Denbigh-st, Pimlico. 

Hawes, Hy Alfred, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Saw-mill Proprietor. Pet 
March 6. Pepys. April 8 at i. Linklaters & Co, Walbrook, 

Hayley, Wm, Grosvenor-sq, Licensed Victualler. Pet March 3. March 
Z2atl. Nind, Basinghaill-st. 

Hosking, Taos Benj, Wimbledon, Surrey, Colourman. Pet March 4, 
Murray. March 22at1l. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 

Hussick, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 4 (for pau). Pepys. 
April $ atl. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Lamb, Wm Simpson, Linslade, Backingham, Innkeeper. Pet March 
5. March 24at1. Brown, Basinghall-st. 

Mathias, Thos, & Joseph Bird Ely, Archer-st, Westbourne-grove, 
Linen Drapers. Pet March1. March 22at1!. Lawrence & Co, 
Old Jewry-chambers. 

Meares, John Fredk, Peckham, Surrey, out of business, Pet March 4, 
Pepys. April 6 at 12, Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 

Murray, Stephen, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 4 (for pau). 
Brougham. March 24 at 12. Rigby, Basinghall-st. 

Paice, Geo Robt, Weat Cro —— Surrey, Contractor. Pet March 4, 
March 24 atll. Chidley, Oid Jewry. 

Riége, Edwd John, Lewisham, Kent, Bailder. PetMarca 5. Murray. 
March 22 at 12, May & Sykes, Adelaide-p!, London-bridge. 

Robinson, Wm, Woburn, Bedford, Saddier, Pet March 4. Pepys, 
April&atiz. Child, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Rothmiller, Adolphus, London-wall, Comm Agent. Pet March 6. 
Pepys. April6at2. Brighten, Bishopsgate st Without, 

Sargent, Thos Denny, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 6 (for 
pau). Marray. March 22 atl. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

—, Hy David, North-st, Back Church-lane, St George in the East, 
a Agent. Pet March 2. March 22 at 12, Abbott, Wor- 

ip-® 


Smith, Chas, Norfolk-rd, Brighton, te. Sonnet, Pet March 8, 
Pepys. April 6 at 2. Nash & Co, Suffolk-i 

Thompson, Wm Heaysman Prospect-pl, Cambridge-hesth, Builder. 
Pet March 4. Marray. "March | 22at i. Dobie, Gresham-st. 

Ward, David, yoy Blue Anchor-rd, Bermondsey, no 
wcnyation. Pe March 4. Murray. March 22 atil, Newman, 
Bockicrava 

we ane Pennet, Walbrook, Comm Agent. Pet March4. March 

Matiz, Lewis & Co, Uid Jewry. 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Anthony, Wm, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Yoreman. Yet March 6, Langley. 

Cardiff, March 2 a 11. Morgen, Cardiff. 


, Smet, Crewkerne, Somerset, Waker. Pet March 2, Exeter, 
March 19 at 13. Badge, Crewkerne 


Barratt, Jas, Bwineshesd, Lincoln, Potatoes —/, Pet March 3. 
Maniacs. Roston, March at 10. Bean, Boston 








Bateman, Wm, Risely, Bedford, Tailor. Pet March 5. Hinrich, 
Bedford, } nog 11. Conquest & ony ——. 
Box, Robt, Crewe, ter, Grocer. Pet March 4 son. Kenda} 
March 19at 10. Thomson, Kendal. 
Brown, Jas, Carlisle, Cork Outter. Pet March 4. Halton. Carliaie, 
March 23 at 10. Wannop, Carl Carlisle. 
Butler, Thos Richd Meadows, “yam Merchant, Pet March 4. Hime, 
Lpool, March 22 at 2. Hill, Lpool. 
ot Northfield, Worcester, Labourer. Pet Feb 3. Guest, 
Cho i Now Dagie, ~~ ee Pet Feb 
rley, Hy, New ighton, Lancaster, Farmer. et Feb 27, 
‘Anedell. St lelen’s; March 20 at 11. Swift, St Helen’s. 
Clemson, ents hag as el Salop, out of ‘pusiness. Pet March 1, 
Newill. Wellington, April 9 at 11. James, Wellington. 
Coates, Wm, Darlington, Doreen, Joiner. Pet March 5. Gibson, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, March 19 at 12. Robinson, Darlington. 
Coa, John Geo, Lut Leicester, Implement Agent. Pet 
March 4, Tudor. Birm, March 19 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 
— Ra 4 Augustus Chas, Brighton, Sussex, Doctor of Medicine, 
arch 2 (for pau). Blaker. Lewes, March 19 at 12. Barrow, 
St ‘Swithin *s-lane, 
Dadley, Hy, Bishop’s Tachbrook, Warwick, Butcher. Pet March 4, 
bbitts. Warwick, March 20 at 11. Sanderson, Warwick. 
Douglas, Wm, Shepton Mallet, Tailor. Pet March 4. Lovell. Wells, 
March 20 at 12, Nalder, Shepton Mallett. 
Elliott, John, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Beer Retailer. Pet March 3, 
Langley. Cardiff, March 22 at 11. Stephens, Cardiff. 
Escudier, Stephen, Brighton, Sussex, Gent. Pet March 2 (for pau), 
Blaker. Lewes, March 19 at 12. 
Fairfield, Jas, Birm, Warwick, Journeyman Bedstead Maker. Pet 
March 3. Guest. Birm, April 2 at 10. Rooke, Birm, 
Fellows, Philip Benj, Walsall, Stafford, Grocer’s Apprentice. Pet 
March 4. alsall, March 22 at 12, Wilkinson, Walsall. 
Finlinson, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Laucaster. Pet Feb 18 (for pau), 
Postlethwaite. Ulverston, March 22 at 10. 
Fry, Saml Robt Dyer, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Pet March 2 
(for pau). Harley. Bristol, March 19 at 12. 
Gardner, Hy, Brighton, Sussex, Jeweller. Pet March 4. Evershed 
Brighton, March 22 at 11. Lamb, Brighton. 
Golden, Wm Leonard, Brighton, tate 9 Bell Hanger. Pet March 
5. Evershed. Brighton, March 23 at ii. Mills, Brighton. 
Greenacre, Thos, Hemsby, Norfolk, House Carpenter. Pet Feb 27, 
Chamberlin. Gt Yarmouth, Mareh 17 at 12. Wiltshire, Gt Yar- 


mouth, 

Hardcastle, Wm, Runcorn, Chester, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Feb 19, 
Nicholson. Runcorn, March 22 atil. Wood, Runcorn. 

Harris, Alfred, Maldon, Essex, Journeyman bricklayer. Pet March 4, 
Codd. Maldon, March 23 at 10, Digby, Maldon. 

Harrison, John Geo, West Hartlepool, Durham, Engine Driver. Pet 
March 5. Child "Hartlepool, March 23 at 12. ‘Todd, Hartlepool. 

Heel, Isaac, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancaster, Labourer. Pet Feb 26, 
Postlethwaite. Ulverston, March 18 at 10. Relph, Barrow-in- 


urness. 

Holland, Hy, & Geo Holland, Hastings, Sussex, Butchers. Pet March 
5. Young. Hastings, March 20 at il. Philbrick, Hastings. 

Howles, Thos, Manch, Cabinet Maker. Pet March 4. Kay. Manch, 
March 23 at 9.30. Leigh, Manch. 

Hunter, Hone, Walsall, Stafford, eo d Draper. Pet March 3, 
Walsall, March 22 at 12. Glover, Walsall. 

Jacobsen, Svendbjorn, Lpovl, Merchant, Pet March 6, Lpool, March 
23at 11. Wilson, Lpool. 

King, John Wm, Warwick, Carpenter. Pet March 4. Tibbits. 
Warwick, March 20 at 10. Sanderson, Warwick. 
Lord, Jas "Walton, Ashton-under-Lyne, {Lancaster, Traveller. Pet 
March 6. Hulton. Salford, March 20 at 9.30. Milne, Manch, 
Ludlow, Thos, Birm, out of business, Pet March 3. Guest. Birm, 
April 2 at 10. Parry, Birm. 

Minto, John, Scotswood, Northumberland, Labou rer. Pet March 3. 
Newcastle, March 23 at 12. Forster. Newcastle- upon-Tyne, 

Mortlock, Chas, & Arthur Mortlock, Clare, Suffolk, Cabinet Makers. 
Pet March 5. Jardine. Haverhill, March 24 at 12, Cardinal, 
Halstead, Essex. 

Mounsdon, "Edwd, Crediton, Devon, Horse Collar Maker. Pet March 
8. Sparkes, Crediton, March 20 at 11. Campion, Exeter, 

Pavey, Jas Wm, Crewkerne, Somerset, Ironmonger, Pet March 5. 
Sparks. Hes oo March I3atll. budge, Crewkerne, 

Payne, Michael, rsey, Sumerset, Boot Maker. Pet March 2 
White. Willizon, rch 23 atll. Reed, Bridgwater, 

Pratt, Wm, St Sidwell’s, Exeter, Broker. Pet March 5. Daw. 
Exeter, March 20 at 11. Floud, Exeter. 

Prendergast, Jas, Manch, Traveller. Pet March 2. Kay. Manch, 
March 23 at 9.30. Harding, Manch. 

Puddicombe, Sam! Warren, Honiton, Devon, of no business. Pet 
March 3. ‘Stamp. Exeter, March 20 at 11.* Floud, Exeter. 

Pynor, Thos, & Jas Pynor, Biackburn, Sheffield, Iron ‘Merchants. Pet 
bo 5. Wake. Sheffield, March 24 at 1. Binney & Son, Shef- 

Raw, Joseph, Blackburn, Lancaster, Bookkeeper. Pet March 3. 
Bolton, Biackburn, March 22 at 1. Walton, Blackburn. 

Ricketts, Wm, Brighton, Sussex, in the Coast Guard Service. Pet 

3. Evershed. Brighton, March 22 at 11. Lamb, Brighton. 

Salt, Herbert, Lpool, out of business. Pet March 5. Hime. Lpool, 
March 22 at 3. Bellringer, Lpool. 

Scott, Benj Valentine, Oxford, Medical Botanist. Pet March 3. 
Dadiey. Oxford, March 20 at 10. Thompson, St Ebb’s. 

Senior, Hy, Crosland Moor, Huddersfield, York, Joiner. Pot Feb 
17, Jones. Huddersfield, March 19 at 10. Sykes, Huddersfield. 

Shaw, enj, Huddersfield, York, Woollen Spinner, Pet Feb 16. 
Jones, {uddersfield, March 19 ati0. Mellor, Huddersfield, 

Shipp, Saml, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Adj March 4. Harley. 
Bristol, March 19 at 12, 

Short, Thos, sen, & Waiter Short, Biem, Timber Merchants. Pet 
March 5. Hill. Birm, March 24 ati2. James & Griffin, Birm, 

Smith, Geo, Birtley Shield, Northumberland, Farmer, Ad) Feb 19. 
Cook, bellingham, March. 19 at 1.45, Swan, Morpeth, 

Smith, John, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 26, Lpool, March 
22 at 11, Bateson & Vo, Lpool. 
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Pet March Bencraft. 
‘m, Barnstaple, Devon. Dairyman, Pet March 4. ncra: 
—, March 9 at 12. Bencraft, Barnstaple. 
Taverner, Robt, Crediton, Devon. Pet March 6. Exeter, March 24 at 
. Floud, Exeter. 
mindal, Thos, Lewes, Sussex, Draper. Pet March 2(for pau). Blaker, 
Lewes, March 19at12. Murray. Gt St Helen’s. 
Towers, Thos, Sheffield, York, Wheelwright. Pet March 5. Wake. 
Sheffield, March 24 at}. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 
Underhill, Saml, Birm, Builder. Pet March 4, Hill. Birm, March 
94 at 12. Saunders & Bradbury, Birm. 

Walton, Brinsley Marcius, Minchinhampton, Gloucester, Fhysician, 
Pet March4. Wilde. Bristol, March 19 at 11. Abbott & Leonard, 

ristol. 

Wat, Geo, Kingsnorton, Worcester, Coloured-glass Manufacturer. 
Pet March 5. Hill. Birm, March 24 at 12, Fitter, Birm. 

Worger, Christopher Walter, Burgess-hill, Sussex, out of business. Pet 
March 2 (for pau). Blaker. Lewes, March 19 at 11. Hillman, Lewes. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, March 5, 1869. 
Kenward, Edwd, Hadlow, Kent, Brewer. March 6. 
Bonyer, Thos, Newport, Salop. Draper. Feb 22. 
Birkett, Robt Alfred Chambers, Barrow-in-Furness, 
Dealer in Ales, Feb 22. 
Tuespay, March 9, 1869. 
Smith, Edwin, sen, & Edwin Smith, jun, Rye, Sussex, Farmers. 





Lancaster, 


Feb 24. 
Nottingham, Robt, East Retford, Nottingham, Music Master. Jan 
27. 
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(a INVESTMENTS.—THE CEYLON 
COMPANY (LIMITED) are prepared to effect Investments on 
Mortgage in Ceylon and Mauritius, with or without their guarantee, as 
may be desired. For further particulars application to be made at the 
office of the Company, senna ey Old Broad-street, London. 
y order, 
R. A. CAMERON, Secretary. 


EBENTURES at 5, 54, and 6 per Cent. CEYLON 
COMPANY (LIMITED). Subscribed Capital, £750,000, 

The Directors are prepared to issue Debentures on the following terms, 
viz, :—For one year at 5 per cent., for 3 years at 54, and for 5 years and 
upwards at 6 per cent. per annum. Interest payable half-yearly by 
cheque or by coupon attached to the bond, as may be desired. 

Applications for particulars to be made at the office of the Company, 
Palmerston-buildings, Old Broad-street, London. 

By order, 
R. A. CAMERON, Secretary. 
LONDON ‘GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


ppssex GREEN (many yearswith the late George 

Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 
the Legal Profession to the advantages of his lon g experience of upwards 
of twenty-five years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &e., 
and hereby solicits their continued support.—N.B. One copy of advertise- 
ment only required, and the strictest care and premptitude assured. 
File of “ London Gazette ” kept for reference, 











RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 

Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
form :— 


ProposaL ror LOAN ON MORTGAGES, 


Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i.e., whether for a term certain, or by 
annualor other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land or build- 
ings , state the net annual income). 
F State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connection with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


ARR’S, 265 STRAND. 
“Tf I desire a substantial dinner off the joint, with the 
accompaniment of light wine, both cheap and good, I know of only one 
house, and that isin the Strand, close to Danes Inn. There you may 
wash down the roast beef of old England with excellent Burgundy, at 
two shillings a bottle, or you may be supplied with half a bottle a 
shilling.”"—All the Year Round, June 18, 1864, page 440. 
The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining rooms in 
London. Dinners (from the joint), vegetables, &c., 13. 6d. 


FRE DRY PALE SHERRY, 30s. per doz., D. G. 

Gordon’s shipping. Splendid Golden Sherry, Fernandez and 
Kamo’s shipping, 30s. Port, 30s. Creaming Champagne, 42s. Six 
bottles, 2is.; pimts, 25s. First quality Wines. 

Havana Cigars—La Patria, 30s. El Principe de Gales, 40s. per 100, 
Continental Palmas, 15s. Concha Londres, lss. Carriage paid. 

Cellars stocked with first-class Wines upon the lowest possible charges 
for cash—25 doz., 27s.; 50, 25s. ; 100, 24s. Port, Sherry, or Champagne ; 
all Port or Sherry; or assorted. 

ASHLEY & CO., 24, Garrick-street, Covent-garden. 








O SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES 
will find the best-made article lower than anyother house. List 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis or sent post free. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House. 
Established nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carriage free. 


AFES AND LOCKS.—LOCKS AND SAFES.— 
Before purchasing a Safe or Lock, send for a Copy of GEORGE 
PRICE’S New Book List of Prices, 90 engravings, which may be had 
free, on application to him.—Cleveland Safe and Lock Works, 
olverhampton. 


LBION SNELL’S 25s. OFFICE WATCH, 


equal in appearance, accuracy, and durability, te any Watch at 
five times the cost. A written tee and‘twelve months’ trial 
allowed.—ALBiow SNeLL, Watchmaker and Jeweller, 114, Higk Helborn, 
W.C. Established 1848. Free and safe by post, Js. extra registered. 


THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 and 1867. 


RVERY requisite under the above Acts supplied on 
the shortest notice. The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock 
for immediate use. MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 
4 rintedin the proper form for registration and distribution. 
HAR. ERTIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS 
designed and executed. No charge for sketches, 
Companies Fee Stamps. 


ASH & FLINT, 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet- 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 


TLLS of COMELAINT, ANSWERS, APPEALS, 
and at cmodenaie a rugs Printing, executed with promptitude 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law Printers, 
7, Symonds-inn (and at Church-passage), Chancory-lane, London. 


YAtsEs AND ALEXANDER 


'RINTERS, 
Udpeentoten (and at Church-passage), Chancery-lane, B.C. 
liam 
PRs my rye sien, eee Bills ot Complaint, Memorandums and 

















‘orms, Notices, &c, 
Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Cortifloates, Show Cards, 
Cheques, Insurance ‘Tables, es, Proposal Forms. 
¢ Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and all 


PARTICIPATION CHARENTAISE. 
A GRANDE MARQUE COGNAC. 
V. JOUANNET, Managing Director. 
LONDON OFFICES, 22 and 23, GREAT TOWER STREET, 
Under the Management of 
Mr. E. VIGNIER, of COGNAC. 
THE LARGEST HOLDERS ee OF THE FINE VINTAGE 
’ 
1,200,000 GALLONS, 
Equal to the best brands imperted since the beginning of 1866. 
THEY CHALLENGE COMPARISON, 


Also of very old Brandies of the first growths and of the last vintage 
1868. To be obtained of all Wine and Spirit Merchants and Brokers. 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 


ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 





to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread. King’s. 
$2824 42.64 424 223.4. 

Table Forks,perdoz...... 110 Qandil ls 0 240 21 Q 
Dessert ditto ...csescsoee 1 0 Oandl 10 0 112 4 lle 
Table Spoons ..... esocese 110 OQandl 18 0 2 3.9 210 0 
Dessertditto .....ceee08 1 0 Qandil 10 0 1130 #115 0 
Tea S Secccseccccceee O12 QandO ls 0 Ke 1s @ 
Every Article forthe Table asin Silver, A Sample Tea Spoon fer- 


warded on rece of 20 stamps. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 


WLACK'S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, page apne a kp 

Iron Fenders, $s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 83. 6d., with ards; superior 

Drawing-room ditto, lds. 6d. to 503,; Fire Irons, 23, 6d. to 203. 

Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives ané 

oe 8s. ~ dozen, Roas' jacks, Ts. 6a. 

8. 6d, setof three; elegant 

with plated knob, 5s, 6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s,6d, A set ot kitchen ten 

lils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celebrated for 

avory Table Knives, l4s,, 16s,, and 183, per dozen, White Bone Knives 

and Forks,8s. 9d, and 12a.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s, All war- 


ranted, 
As the limits of an advertisement will not allow 





of a detailed list, per- 

chasers are requested to send for their with 330 drawings, aad 

prices of Electro-Piate, Warranted Table » Furnishing Ireamea- 
y, &v. Maybe had gratis or free, article marked fa 
ures at the same low prices for which their establishment bas 


per rail, 





RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 386, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House, 
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To Engineers, Parliamertary Agents, Solicitors. and others. 
R. EILOART will SELL by AUCTION, on the 
PREMISES, on THURSDAY, 18th MARCH, at TWELVE for 
ONE, the LEASE of the eligible professional PREMISES, No. 4, Storey’s- 
gate, Westminster ; held for 84 years unexpired, at only "£120 per 
annum, in good repair, and fit for immediate occupation. Possession at 

Lady-day. 
Partiocioss of 

Messrs. MEYRICK, GEDGE, & SOADEN, Solicitors, 1, 01d Palace- 


and at Auction Offices, 40, Chancery-Jane. 





Kingston-on-Thames.—Important Freehold Family Residence, with 
possession, delightfully situate on the banks of the Thames, stand- 
ing in its own grounds of nearly two acres, with capital stabling, 
double coach house, and within five minutes’ walk of the station, 

gether with about one acre and a quarter of eligible building land 


—_—__., 


Crystal Palace.—Eligible Leasehold Residence, with pleasure garden. 
Desirable Investment. 
ESSRS. BROAD, PRITCHARD, & WILT. 
SHIRE will SELL by AUCTION, at the NEW AUCTION 
MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on TUESDAY, the 30th day of MARCH, 
1869, at ONE o’clock precisely, the valuable’ LEASE of the FAMILY 
RESIDENCE known as Stanley-villa, Hamlet-road, Sydenham, com- 
mandingly situate within five minutes’ walk of the Crystal Palace, and 
occupying an elevated position; held on lease for a term of 95 years 
from May 14th, 1863, at a ground-rent of £13 per annum; let to a de. 
sirable tenant at £100 per ancum, tenant pays rates and taxes. The 
property may be viewed by permission of the tenant. 
Particulars and conditions of sale may be had at the Mart, Token. 
house-yard, E.C.; of 
Messrs. I. & T. N. SHEFFIELD, Solicitors, 52, Lime-street, E.C. ; 
and of the Auctioneers, 28, Poultry, EC. 





tor 
adjoining 
M R. J. S. GOMME is favoured with instructions 

i from the Trustees of the late Mrs. Elizabeth Vincent to SELL 
by AUCTION, at the GUILDHALL TAVERN, Gresham-sireet, on 
TUESDAY, MARCH 30, at TWELVE for ONE o'clock, the desirable 
FAMILY RESIDENCE, known as Down-hall, containing seven bed 
reoms, dressing rooms, drawing and dining rooms, ante room, breakfast 
parlour opening into conservatory 30 feet long, housekeeper’s room, 
capitally-arranged domestic offices, wine, beer, and coal cellars, The 
house is approached by a carriage drive, and stands in abont two 
acres of tastefully arranged grounds, smali paddock, stabling for two 
horses, with two coach houses, and several out offices: also about one 
acre and a quarter of eligible building land, fronting Water-lane. May 
be viewed 10 days prior to the sale by cards, to be obtained of the 
auctioneer only. 

Particulars and conditions of sale, with plans annexed, may be 

obtained of 

Messrs. ELDRED & ANDREW, Solicitors, 8, Great James-street, 

Bedford-row ; 

and at the offices of the Auctioneer, Land and Estate Agent, 23, Old 
Jewry, E.C. 








Valuable Freehold Estate, at Ranton, near Stafford.—By H. GILLARD, 
at the VINE HOTEL, in STAFFORD, on THURSDAY, the 18th day 
of MARCH next, at THREE for FOUR o'clock precisely in the after- 
noon, in One, or more than One Lot, as may be agreed on at the time 
of sale, and subject to such conditions as shall then be produced, 


VALUABLE FREEHOLD ESTATE, consisting 
of a Messuage, Farm-house, or Temement, situate ‘at Ranton, in 
the county of Stafford. with excellent and convenient outbuildings, farm 
yard, stack yards, and several closes or pieces of arable, meadow, and 
ture land thereto belonging and occupied therewith, and containing 
altogether by admeasurement 409a. Ir. 10p., or thereabouts, and now in 
the occupation of Mr. Robert Bate. This important estate is situate one 
mile from Haughton Station on the Stafford and Shrewsbury Railway, 
and about 43 miles from Stafford and Eccleshall. The land is of the 
best description, about one half of the farm is arable, and capable of 
producing abundant crops. The homestead is in the centre of the farm, 
the buildings are most of them newly-erected and amply suitable for 
the farm. The estate lies within a ring fence (except one field), and is 
well stocked with game, being bounded for a considerable distance by 
the estate of the Earl of Lichfield, and the Seighford estates and pre- 
serves. 
The tenant will on application show the farm, and full particulars and 
now of the estate may be obtained from the Auctioneer, Stafford; the 
endor’s Solicitors ; and at the place ef sale; and further information 
may be obtained on “application at the offices of 
— JERVIS & GOULD, the Vendor’s Selicitors, Uttoxeter, Staf- 
fordshire. 





Holland-park Estate, Kensington—Valuable Leaseholds held at nominal 
Ground-rents. 4 
Mé. JOHN LOUND has been appointed by the 
Master of the Rolls to SELL by AUCTION, at GARRAWAY’S, 
Change-alley, Cornhill, London, on TUESDAY, the 13th day of APRIL, 
1869, at TWELVE for ONE o’clock, in Five Lots, pursuant to a decree 
of the High Court of Chancery made in the cause “‘ Strong v. Hart,” 
VALUABLE LEASEHOLD ESTATES, comprising five mente 
Family Residences, with large gardens, cheerfully situated Nos. 1, 14, 
and 15, Hojland-villas-road, No. 5, Addison-crescent North, and No. 42, 
Addison- gardens North, Kensington, and immediately contiguous to 
several railway stations, and let low at rentals amounting to £485 per 
annom,and held at nominal ground-rents of 5s. a-year each, offering 
first-class investments. 

May be viewed the week before the sale, by cards, to be obtained of 
the Auctioneer, and printed Particulars and Conditions of Sale may be 
had gratis of 

Messrs. ELLIS & ELLIS, Solicitors, 16, Spring-gardens, West- 
minster ; and also of 
Mesers. aw PLEWS, BOYER, & BAKER, 14, Old Jewry 


Cham 
~~ BOLTON & GRYLLS HILL, 4, Elm-court, Temple; 
R. H. PEARPOINT, Esq., 50, Leicester: square ; 
Ww. 8S. WEBSTER. Esq., 17, Ely-place ; 
Mesers. SMITH & GWILT, 13, Northumberland-street, Strand ; 
Messrs. ROY & CARTWRI! RIGHT, 4, om ury ; 
C. DRAKE, Esq., 22, hall-str 
7, EDWAEDS. , King-street, | TOS 
Messrs. STEPHENS & MA os 29, Essex-street, Strand ; 
J.B. go ag old vd 
Mesers. P ATERSON x, ano, 4 BU NEY, 40, Chancery-lane ; 


wW.F. Monsus ag A “OGUATS 5 
ge WEEKS & IN, 78, rae Baa 
oe ae oe Kura 


street, B 
Messrs. ‘HOWARD & éo., 7, Poultry ; 
of the A +A, C 'y-lane ; tne at the place of sale, 








MESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 
MARCH LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES, including landea 
estates, town and country residences, hunting and shooting quarters, 
farms, ground-rents, rent-charges, house property, and investments gene- 
rally, may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C, 
or by post for one stamp. Particulars for insertion in the Ap 
List must be received by the 28th March at latest.; 


OLICIES issued by the MUTUAL LIFE AS. 

SURANCE SOCIETY (Established 1834) become Unchallengeable 

and Unconditional except as to the payment of the Annual Premiums 

after they have been in force five years, the Life assured being then 30 
years of age, or when he shall have attained that age. 

The 35th Annual Report, Cash Account, and Balance Sheet of the 
= are now ready, and may be had on a written or personal appli- 
cation. 

A Commission of 5 per cent. upon eack year’s Premium is allowed to 
Solicitors. 

39, King-street, Cheapside, London. 


fMYNHE GALLEON TREASURE VENTURE 
(LIMITED). 
Incorporated under “ The iets Acts, 1862 and 1867.” 
ISSUE of 5,000 DEBENTURES of £5 each. 

These Debentures will carry 10 per cent. interest, and will be paid off 
at £19 each, both principal sum and interest, out of the first available 
receipts of the Company, In addition, every debenture will be entitled 
to one share of £5 in the capita! of the Company as and by way of bonus. 

The Prospectus, with Colonel Gowen’s Report upon the position of the 
galleons,can be obtained at the offices of the Company, 5, Lothbury, 
E.C., where the copy of the Royal Decree authorising the recovery of 
the treasure, the agreement with the concessionaire, and other docu. 
ments connected with the matter, can be seen. 


HE GALLEON TREASURE VENTURE 
(Limited)—APPLICATIONS for DEBENTURES in the above 
will be received up to MONDAY, 15th March, for London, and up to 
WEDNESDAY, 17th March, for the country. 
J. ADAMS, Secretary. 


| Pad UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. 














NOTICE is hereby GIVEN that the ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING 
of the Shareholders of this Company will be held at the Chief Offices, 
126, Chancery-lane, London, on Wednesday, the 24th inst., at Two 
ti) clock precisely, to receive the Report of the Directors and the 
Balance-sheet of the Company for the financial year ending on the 30th 
November, 1868, to declare a Dividend and Bonus, and for other 
purposes. 

The Directors who retire according to the deed of settlement are— 
George Burges, Esq. J. F. Marsh, Esq. C, Pemberton, Esq. 
John Dabbs, Esq. Henry Mason, Esq. A. Ryland, Esq. 

H. Heffill, Esq. John Mayhew, Esq. R. J. Sisson, Esq. 
John Huish, Esq. John Nanson, Esq. C. A. Swinburne, Esq. 
R. B, M. Lingard, Esq.| H. W. Parker, Esq. and J. R, Wood, Esq. 

The above Directors, being eligible, offer themselves for re-election. 

The Auditors, Mr. Francis Worsley and Mr. Theodore Waterhouse, 
also retire according to the deed of settlement, and, being eligible, offer 
the mselves for re-election. 

By a — Board, 
NK M'GEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 

126, Chancery-lane, 12th March, 1869. 


VHE AGES BANK. G@IMITED. 
tablished in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,00 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, | LOMBARD-STREBT, LONDON. 


NKE 

Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, &O 00., and BANK OF ENGLAND. 

Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Cornent Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 

- $ per ont, a annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
tto ditto 6 ditto ditto. 
At 3 ditto ditto 3 ditto ditto. 

ExcerrionaL Rates for longer periods than twelve months, particulars 
of which may be obtained on application. 

Br1xs issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of a Ln free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or sent 
or collection. 

Sates awp Porcuasts effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken, 
Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised. 

Every other description of banking business and movey agency, 
British and Indian, transacted, J, THOMSON, Chairman, 








Sa 





